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Every supGz who has hitherto tried an election petition 
has made observations upon the difficulty of giving an 
exact definition of agency. Mr. Justice Grove, in de- 
ciding the Taunton petition, has followed suit in this re- 

, but he has also laid down a very sensible and rea- 
sonable limitation upon the liability of candidates, which 
at the present crisis will probably be reassuring to those 
who know the perilous position in which previous decisions 
have placed them. He has held that “mere non-inter- 
ference with persons who, feeling interested in the 
mecess of the candidate, may act in support of his 
canvass, is not sufficient to saddle the candi- 
date with any unlawful acts of theirs of which the 
tribunal is satisfied that he aad his authorised agent are 
ignorant.”” This is obviously just, and although perhaps 
more explicit, it is not in any way contrary to previous 
decisions. There have, no doubt, been cases in which 
candidates have been held responsible for volunteer 
agents, but in these cases the judge has, from the degree 
of activity of the volunteer or the conduct of the candi- 
date in reference to it, drawn the inference that there has 
been actual adoption of the agency. Non-interference, 
when coupled with circumstances of this kind, may 
satisfy the judge that there has been actual authority 
on the part of the candidate for the acting of the person 
who at first was a volunteer, but mere non-interference 
has never been held to create liability, and very rightly 
so, If it were otherwise, no candidate could ever be safe, 
for it would be quite impossible for him to interfere to 
prevent persons assisting his canvass. 

Election law holds a candidate responsible for acts 
done, even contrary to his express authority, by those 
Whom he chooses to employ; but the foundation of the 
doctrine is that, directly or indirectly, there has been a 
choice by the candidate of the corrupt person. We say 
directly or indirectly, because it has been clearly held 
that a candidate may be responsible for the acts of sub- 
agents of whom he himself Knows nothing, but who have 
been chosen by his agents. The law is no doubt hard 
Upon candidates, who may be unseated notwithstanding 
that their own intentions may be thoroughly honest, and 
notwithstanding that their success may not have been 
due to the act complained of; but the necessity for the 
law is obvious. Candidates will, however, thank Mr. 
Tustice Grove for so far lightening their burden, as not 
to make it obligatory upon them to discourage all their 
Active supporters, at the peril of their seats, if any of 

se active supporters should be guilty of any illegal act. 





Tur Partiament which was dissolved on Monday con- 
tained at the time of it8 dissolution, so far as we can ascer- 
tain, close upon a hundred members of the English bar, of 

rather lessthan a quarter were practising barristers. 
The assembly also included about a dozen Irish barristers 
ad half-a-dozen solicitors. From the list which we 
Publish in another column it will be seen that there is 
hot likely to be any lack of the same element in the 





new Parliament. Already, 105 barristers, 56 of them 
practising, and 6 solicitors, have offered themselves to 
English and Welsh constituencies, and 21 barristers and 
8 solicitors are contesting seats in Ireland. We do not 
pretend that the list is absolutely exhaustive, since the - 
time has been too brief to enable complete enquiries te 
be made, but it is believed that it is fairly complete. 
Unless the next day or two adds very considerably te 
this list, there will have to be noted a decline in the 
number of lawyer candidates, as compared with the last 
election. It appears from the lists we then published, 
that in 1868 no fewer than 150 English barristers (of 
whom 79 were practising barristers) offered themselves 
as candidates, and 25 barristers came forward to con- 
test Irish constituencies. Nine solicitors were candidates 
in England, and two in Ireland. Let us hope that at 
the present election the success of the lawyers at the 
polls will be such as to secure more lawyer members 
out of fewer lawyer candidates. 





Compxaints that the work of taxing solicitors’ bills is 
delayed in the Chancery Taxing Office are no new thing. 
It is notorious that in order to ensure the taxation of a 
bill before the Long Vacation, the order to tax must be 
carried in by the middle of May, and that this order 
must have been pronounced some time in April so as to 
be passed and entered in time to obtain even this appa- 
rently moderate piece of justice. Last week,a letter 
from a firm of solicitors on this subject was copied inte 
our columns, and again this week another firm of solicitors 
write to the Times complaining of the difficulty of ob- 
taining an early appointment at the Taxing Office, and 
the consequent delay and dissatisfaction of clients. The 
fact is that the work of the Taxing Office is always more 
or less in arrear, because the staff is not strong enough 
to keep up with it. Some means should be provided for 
preventing this delay, and the only effectual means are 
to be found in the appointment of more Taxing 
Masters. It is idle to tulk of the question of expense 
where so many important interests are concerned, but 
even on this ground we see but little difficulty in pro- 
viding two more Taxing Masters. It is now some years 
since it was determined that the salaries of future Tax- 
ing Masters should be reduced by £500 a-year, and the 
last Taxing Master who was appointed receives only 
$1,500 instead of £2,000 a-year. The six Taxing Masters 
being in time reduced by £500 a-year each, there will 
ultimately be provided a yearly sum of £3,000 with which 
to pay two more at the rate of £1,500 each. As, how- 
ever, the funds out of which the officers of the Court are 
paid are much more than sufficient to provide for all the 
charges upon them, we see no reason why the appoint- 
ment of the additional Taxing Masters should not at 
once be made. 





Tr 1s worTHy oF notice that itis yet practically an un- 
settled question whether the recent Apportionment Act 
is retrospective or not—that is to say, whether, in cases 
not provided for by the former Apportionment Act, and 
in which interests were created before, or, in the case ofa 
will, the will was executed before, the passing of the re- 
cent Act, there will be any apportionment or not. The 
authorities on the subject are as yet fewin number. Ia 
In re Thacker’s Trusts (21 W. R. 285) Malins, V.C., held 
that the Act was clearly retrospective; and in the Irish 
case of Roseingrave v. Burke (I. R. 7 Eq. 186), where a 
will was made before the Act, it was held that, in con. 
sequence of the operation of the Act, a devise of the 
testator’s estate in fee did not pass the portion of the rents 
due at his death. In a case of Capron v. Capron, before 
Malins, V.C., last week, it was held that where lands were 
devised in strict settlement by a testator whose will was 
made before the recent Act, but whose death did not take 
place until after it, there must be an apportionment 
between the first tenant for life and the testator’s 
executors. In that case, however, the testator had 
executed a codicil after the passing of the Act, and had 
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a 
thereby confirmed his will. The Vice-Chancellor, though 
he relied on this fact, yet clearly intimated that he 
thought the Act retrospective. Against these authorities 
must be placed the weight of a dictum by the present 
Lord Chancellor in Jones v. Ogle (21 W. R. 236, L. R. 8 
Ch. 192), to the effect that he should have great difficulty 
in seeing his way to the conclusion that the Act was in- 
tended to alter the construction of words contained ina 
will made before the Act passed. In this state of things we 
think a short Amending Act would be very expedient ; 
and although no doubt ex post facto legislation is un- 
desirable, yet having regard to the great advantage of a 
definite rule, applicable to all cases, and to the fact that in 
the vast majority of cases, testators and others never even 
contemplate the question of apportionment, still less have 
special wishes on the subject, the reason against making 
the general rule retrospective is reduced to a minimum. 





By tus Acr conferring equitable jurisdiction on county 
courts in certain cases where the value of the tubject- 
matter does not exceed £500, it is provided (28 & 29 
Vict. c. 99, s. 9) that “if during the progress of any suit 
or matter it shall be made to appear to the court that the 
subject-matter exceeds the limit it shall not 
affect the validity of any order or decree already made; 
but it shall be the duty of the Oourt to direct the said 
suit or matter to be transferred to the Court of Chancery,” 
This provision appears to us to have been plainly 
intended to meet cases where a suit or matter had gone 
on for some time in the belief that the Court had juris- 
diction, and it appeared on taking the accounts, or realis- 
ing the estate, or by other means, that, after all, the 
subject-matter was beyond the statutory limit. In such 


cases it would clearly be for the benefit of all the parties 
that the proceedings already taken should not be thrown 
away, and the section in question prevents this waste of 
time and expense. By the 14th section of the Act of 1867 
(30 & 31 Vict.c. 142) it is enacted that “‘ whenever an 
action or suit is brought in a county court which the 


Court has no jurisdiction to try, the judge shall 
order the cause to be struck out, and shall, unless 
the parties consent to the Court having jurisdiction to 
try the same, have power to award costs in the same 
manner : as if the Court had jurisdiction 

and the plaintiff had not appeared, or had 
appeared and failed to prove hisdemand.” By the 34th 
section of the last named Act, that Act and the 28 & 29 
Vict. c. 99 are to be construed as one Act. Under these 
provisions, what course ought to taken by a county 
court judge, who, before he has made any order or 
decree in a plaint in equity, is shown to his own satis- 
faction that the property exceeds the statutory limit ? 
This question came before Malins, V.C.,inthe case of Birks 
v. Silverwood (L. R. 14 Eq. 101, 20 W. R. Ch. Dig. 87), 
and he decided that the cause was “in progress,” and that 
the judge was right in ordering the suit to be transferred 
to the Court of Chancery. In that case, however, the 
14th section of the later Act was not referred to either 
by the counsel or the judge. This week, in a case of 
Thompson v. Flynn, the same question came before the 
same Vice-Chancellor, and, after a consideration of the 
14th section, the decision in Birks vy. Silverwood was 
approved and followed. The learned judge does not 
appear to have proceeded on the broad ground that a 
suit is “in progress” as soon asa plaint is filed. It ap- 
pears pretty evident that if it had been shown that 
the plaintiff knew the subject matter to be above the 
statutory limit, or if the plaint had disclosed the fact 
that it was so, his Honour would have held the judge 
justified in striking out the plaint. It seems, therefore, 
that in order to ascertain whether a suit in which no 
order has been made, and as to which the first 
fact brought to the judge’s attention is, that he has 
no jurisdiction to try it, is “in progress,” it must be 
ascertained that the plaint does not reveal the want of 
jurisdiction, and that the plaintiff believed the Court had 
jurisdiction. This is surely a strange conclusion. Both 








= 
sections can be reconciled by holding that the earlier jy 
date only applies to cases where an order has been made; 
and we confess that this appears to us to be the only 
intelligible way of reconciling them. 





Tue Master anp Servant Act, 1867, which it mugt 
be remembered is only a temporary Act (see section 26), 
and has been since, its first passing, continued from 
time to time by successive “ Expiring Laws Continuance 
Acts” (see for the latest continuance 36 & 37 Vict, ¢, 
75), will, we suppose, be more than ever the subject of 
discussion during the first session of the new Parlia. 
ment. Perhaps it may be thought well to remedy 
what cannot fail to be a serious practical diff. 
culty in the construction of the Act, whether 
those who may have to construe it are provided 
with an ample law library or not. By section 3 itis 
provided that “nothing in this Act shall apply to any 
contract of service other than a contract within the mean. 
ing of the enactments described in the first schedule to 
this Act.’”” We turn to the schedule, and find no legs 
than 17 Acts enumerated, beginning with 7 Geo. 1, and 
ending with 14 & 15 Vict. c. 92, s.16. We should 
imagine that nowhere in the history of our legislation 
can there be found so curious an instance of abstaining 
from consolidation when consolidation was so f 
Why not pick out the services mentioned in the old 
Acts, and say “ This Act shall extend to the following 
services (mentioning them) and no other ?” Circumstances 
of various kinds may necessitate an Act being only 
temporary, but is there any excuse for making even & 
temporary Act impossible to be understood without re- 
ference to seventeen others ? 








THE NEW SYSTEM OF PLEADING.” 


One of the most important changes made by the Judi- 
cature Act is the abolition of the ancient system of 
common law pleading. The object at which that system 
was aimed was, as is well known, the elucidation of the 
actual point with respect to which the parties were at 
issue. There can belittle doubt that it is foreign to the 
spirit of the system, as originally conceived, to allow a 
variety of issues to be raised by the pleadings, as is now 
generally done. But, assuming that the original scope 
of the system was to narrow the whole matter in dispute 
to one issue, it is obvious that, however satisfactory from 
a technical point of view its logical symmetry might be, 
it was in its essence a highly artificial creation, and did 
not square with the real exigencies of life. It involved 
the assumption that in all disputes there could only be 
one issue between the parties, and that the justice of the 
case was necessarily met by determining upon such issue. 
This is obviously very often not the case, and conse 
quently the system had to be modified until, after various 
changes, it arrived at its present stage of development, 
in which it allows several, and frequently inconsistent, 
lines of pleading to be adopted by the parties. It seems 
to us, as we shall hereafter try to show, that the present 
condition of things goes too much into the other extreme, 
and that the raison d’étre of the whole system was to 4 
very great extent destroyed when a variety of issues was 
allowed to be raised. 

Again, one object which a system of pleading is supposed 
to effect, is the distinction between issues of law and of 
fact, and this the old method of pleading no doubt pro- 
vided for to a certain extent, though not entirely. The 
reason why it could not provide for it entirely is, that it 
allowed allegations in pleading of a mixed nature im- 
volving matters of fact, and also conclusions of law; 0% 
perhaps to put it more correctly, that it generally allowed 
the statement of conclusions or effects rather than of the 
facts upon which those conclusions or effects were 
based. To give one example of our meaning, a plaintiff 
states generally that such a contract was entered into 
between the defendant and himself. The d 
denies that there was such a contract. It is obvious 
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— 
that various issues of law and of fact are involved in the 


ination of this issue. The defendant may be at 
one with the plaintiff as to what, in fact, took place 
petween them, but he may deny that what took place 
amounted, in fact, to a contract, or that it amounted in 
Jaw to acontract. He may say, “True it is that various 
letters passed between us; but it is a wrong conclusion 
that they constituted a contract between us.” Or he 
may say, “ We did in fact verbally make such and such 
an agreement ; but there was no memorandum within 
the Statute of Frauds.” Or he may say, “I deny alto- 
er that what took place between us at our interview 
on such a day was as you assert it to have been.” The 
old system, as it seems to us, was Inherently defective in 
that it partly provided for the distinguishing between 
issues of law and of fact on the pleadings, and partly it did 
not. In an issue joined on a plea of non assumpsit the 
parties might go down to trial as on what, according to 
the old language of pleading, was technically an issue 
of fact, and it might turn out that the whole issue 
between them was on the construction of the contract, 
which was a question of law, and upon which the 
opinion of the court in Banc could only be obtained by 
the clumsy machinery of a motion for a new trial on the 
ground of misdirection, or on a point reserved. This 
appears tous an undoubted blemish in any system of 
pleading. A perfect system of pleading ought to be 
such as to distinguish in the first instance between ques- 
tions of law and questions of fact, so that the determi- 
nation of the points in issue may be at once assigned, 
according to their nature, to the proper tribunal. It 
may possibly be urged that this is impossible or inex- 
pedient, or that it would cause too great an expense at 
too early a stage of the proceedings. If this is so, it 
must be recognised that so far the objects of pleading 
fail of being attainable, and the system itself fails; 
but it is none the less true that a perfect system of 
pleading would involve what we have pointed out. 

It is now a common objection to deciding anything on 
demurrer on the part of the bench that the pleadings 
frequently differ so very widely from the actual facts 
that they may raise the true question between the parties 
very imperfectly, and consequently the judges may be 
deciding what is really a wholly abstract question not 
at ail involved in the determination of the actual 
dispute. This difficulty appears to us to arise in great 
measure from the defects of the present system of 
common law pleading with its method of generalised 
allegations. As any one knows who has been in a pleader’s 
chambers, the facts are frequently very imperfectly 
worked up when the pleadings are drawn, and the pleader 
in self-defence has to be careful so to frame his pleas as 
to meet all possible states of facts. It is said that there 
are very often difficulties in the way of fully ascertain- 
ing the facts by the time of pleading, and to a certain 
extent that is so; but it seems to us that. this cannot be 
80 to such an extent as to prevent the case of the parties 
being sufficiently ascertained for pleading purposes. It 
would really be no legitimate ground of complaint that 
parties should be compelled to ascertain their legal 
position and the case they intend to present for adjudi- 
cation so far as may be necessary for a written outline of 
it based on the real facts. Insufficiency of instruction 
for pleadings depends to a very great extent on careless- 
hess and procrastination on the part of those instructing 
the pleader, and partly also upon the long ingrained 
habit ofregarding pleadingas preliminary technicality with 
Which the truth has noconcern, Common law pleading is 
&system, to put it mildly, in which truth is not always a 
Consideration, It is a very curious thing how technical 
habits of thought and custom blind the legal mind to the 
Perception of any moral obliquity in this. mode of re- 

§ pleadings. It would be a strong measure to say 

t a pleader who puts a plea of never indebted on the 
record in an action for goods sold and delivered, when he 
Knows that the defendant would not go into the box to 
Swear that he never had the goods, is guilty of a false- 








hood, and undoubtedly the ideas connoted by the word 
falsehood are not entirely applicable under the technical 
circumstances of the case, but it is an allegation of an 
untruth, and the more a system of pleading can be so 
shaped by requiring allegations and denials of con- 
crete facts as to discourage such an allegation, the more 
beneficial and natural such a system will be. The way 
it is put by advocates of the present system is, that it is 
not so much a positive allegation by the defendant that 
so and so is not the case as a mere putting the opponent 
to proof of its being so. But aman has no claim to 
facilities for putting his opponent to prvof of any fact 
when he knows that such fact is true: he ought to be 
driven as far as possible to admit the fact and avoid the 
effect of it if possible by any meritorious defence he may 
have. It may possibly be that our views are too Utopian, 
but we cannot help thinking that a closer adherence in 
pleading to the obligation of pleading in accordance with 
actual facts might, by the adoption of judicious forms, be 
at least stimulated. 

The rules of pleading which are substituted by the 
Judicature Act for the former rules of pleading both in 
Chancery and Common Law are extremely vague, and it 
is somewhat difficult tu see how far the new pleadings 
are to resemble common law pleadings, with their 
allegations of conclusions, or equity pleadings, with their 
allegations of concrete facts. We hope the new rules to 
be framed may supplement the rules in the schedule on 
this head to some extent. The provision at present is 
that the plaintiff shall file and deliver to the defendant 
a printed statement of his complaint and of the relief or 
remedy to which he claims to be entitled, and the defen- 
dant shall file and deliver to the plaintiff a printed state- 
ment of his defence. It is quite consistent with this 
provision that the printed statements should only contain 
general allegations of the effect of facts, not facts them- 
selves, just as Common Law pleadings to a great extent 
do now. If so, the result will be that the statements 
will be only old pleadings under a new name. Distine- 
tions may be drawn between the legal effect of facts, 
facts, and evidence of facts. Common Law pleadings at 
present: rather deal with the legal effect of facts, and 
Chancery pleading certainly amounts to pleading evidence 
of facts. What we may conjecture the framers of the Act 
had in contemplation was the medium course of pleading 
facts, but it is left very vague and uncertain what is 
exactly meant, and when one considers how very impor- 
tant a question that of the mode of pleading.is with re- 
ference to the proper working of the new system, one 
cannot help thinking that this is a subject to which those 
entrusted with the formation of the new rules ought to 
give their best attention and most mature deliberation. 
The observations we have made are directed to the eluci- 
dation of what may be considered perfection in pleadings 
qua pleadings. We think it can hardly be denied that 
complete distinction on the face of the pleadings between 
questions of law and fact, and immediate ,ascertainment 
also on the face of the pleadings, so far as possible, of the 
matters of fact as to which the parties gre at one and 
those on which they are at issue, must be the characteristics 
of perfect pleading. This, it appears to us, can only be 
gained by setting out facts in the pleadings, but the 
question involved for those who have the practical deci- 
sion of the matter will be, as it must ever be in all ques- 
tions of procedure and practice, not what would be the 
most theoretically perfect system, but what, taking the 
practical exigency of business into consideration, is the 
best. 

It may Be that pleadings such as we refer to will in- 
volve more expense than the present common law 
pleadings in many cases. This, so far as it may obviate 
the necessity for going down to trial before a jury, or of 
incurring expense in relation to evidence to be adduced 
at a trial, will be money well laid out, but it is conceiv- 
able that in many cases it may cause increased expense 
without corresponding advantage. maine 

(To be continued.) 
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LAWYER CANDIDATES. 


The following is a list, as complete as the information 
available up to “yesterday morning enables us to make { 
it, of the lawyer candidates for English, Welsh, and ; 
Trish constituencies at the coming general election. 
The names of members of the bar and _ solicitors 
who had no seats in the last Parliament are printed 
in italics, and the names of practising barristers 
are distinguished by an asterisk. The circuits to which 
the members of the common law bar belong are also 
mentioned. 

ENGLAND AND WALES. 
Barristers. 
* Mr. S. D. Waddy (L), Midiand Cir- 
cuit. 
* Mr. M. Lloyd, Q.C. (L), N. Wales 
Circuit. 
Mr. John Walter (L). 

* Mr. A. Rogers (C), Western Circuit ; 
* Mr. Locock Webb (C), Chancery Bar. 
Mr. Thomas Collins (0), Northern Cir- 

cuit. 

Mr. J. A. Hardcastle (L). 

* Mr. A. G. Marten (C), Chancery Bar; 
Mr. William Fowler (L). 

Right Hon. S. H. Walpole, Q.C. (C). 

* Mr. R. J. Biron (L), Home Circuit. 
* Mr. H.S. Giffard, ri C.(C), S. Wales 
Circuit. 
Mr. Arthur J. Otway (L). 
Sir C. Dilke (L). 
Mr. H. C. Raikes (C) ; Right Hon. J. G. 
Dodson (L). 
* Mr. C. Milward, Q.C. (L), Northern 
ircuit. 
* Mr.L.E. Kay, Q.C.(L), Chancery Bar. 
*Mr. H. M. Jackson, Q.C.(L), Chancery 
Bar. 
*Mr. W. Williams, Q.C. (LL), Home Cir- 
cuit ; 
Hon. G. T. Kenyon (C). 
*Mr. G. O. Morgan, Q.C. (L), Chancery 
Bar. 
Sir 8. Northcote (C). 
* Serjeant Simon (L), Northern Circuit. 
* Mr. F. Inderwick (L), Home Circuit. 
Mr. H. B. Sheridan (L). 
* Mr. J. L. Wharton (C), Northern Cir- 
cuit. 
* Mr. J. N. Higgins, Q.C. (L), Chan- 
cery Bar. 
Mr. Arthur Mills (C). 
Mr. W. T. McC. Torrens (L) 
“Mr. H. C. Lopes, Q.C. (C), Western 
SCircuit. 
Mr. C. J. Monk (L); * Mr.J. J. Powell, 
Q.C. (L), Oxford Circuit. 
* Mr. J. W. Mellor (L), Midland Cir- 
cuit. 4 
Right Hon. J. Stansfeld (L). 
Mr. Thomas Brassey (L). 
Sir Seymour Fitzgerald (C). 
*Mr. R. H, Hurst (L), Home Circuit. 
* Sir John Karslake, Q.C. (C). 
* Mr J. R. Bulwer, Q.C (C), Norfolk 
Circuit. 
“Mr. H. W. West, Q.C., (L), Northern 
Circuit. 
Mr. H. E. Adair (L). 
Mr. Basil Woodd (C). 
* Mr. J. Morgan Howard (C), Home 
Circuit. 
Mr. R.A. Cross (C). 
* Mr J. F. Norris(L), Western Circuit. 
* Mr. W. St. J. Wheelhouse (C), Nor- 
thern Circuit. 


Barnstaple 
Beaumaris 


Berks . 
Bodmin 


Boston. 


Bury St. Edm. . 
Cambridge 


Cambridge Univ. 
Canterbury . 
Cardiff. 


Chatham . 
Chelsea 
Chester 


Christchurch 


Clitheroe . 
Coventry . 


Denbigh District 


Denbighshire 


Devonshire, N. . 
Dewsbury 
Dover. . . 
Dudley 
Durham . 


Evesham . 


Exeter. . 
Finsbury . 
Frome. . 


Gloucester 
Grantham 
Halifax 


Hastings . 
Horsham . 


Huntingdon . 
Ipswich . 


Knaresborough , 
Lambeth. . . 


Lancashire,8.W. 
Launceston. , 





Lewes. . . . 
Lincoln . 


| Liskeard . 


London Univ. 
Lyme Regis . 
Marylebone . 


Newark 


Newcastle-on- 
Tyne. 


Northampton 


Northamptns, N. 
Norwich . .. 


Oldham . 


Oxford City . 
Oxford Univ. 


Penryn, Falmth. 


Peterborough 


Plymouth 
Portsmouth . 


Preston . 


Reading . 


Richmond. 
Rochester. . 
Salford. . .. 


Shaftesbury . 

Sheffield . ‘ 
Shields (South) . 
Shoreham. . 

Shrewsbury. . 
Southampton . 
Southwark . . 
Staffordshire, W. 


Stamford . 


Stroud. .. 
Surrey, East. . 
Surrey, Mid. . 


Tamworth . , 


Taunton. .. 
Tiverton. . . 
Tower Hamlets . 
BEG ob) ae 
Warwick ., 
Whitehaven. . 
Wolverhampton 
Woodstock. . 


Yorkshire, WR. 


a 
* Mr. A. Cohen (L), Home Circuit, 
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REVIEWS. 


ELECTION LAW. 

Bushby’s Manual of the Practice of Elections for the 
United Kingdom, with an Appendix of Statutes, the 
Rules of Procedure, and the Abstracts of the principal 
provisions of the Ballot Act issued by the Home Office. 
Fourth Edition. By Henry Harpcastiz, Esq., Bar- 
rister-at-law. London: Stevens & Haynes. 1874. 
We have had occasion to review favourably the pre- 

vious editions of this work, and we have little doubt that 

the present will be found as useful as its predeces- 
sors, There survives, however, in it little but the 
headings of the chapters in the former editions, for 
the Ballot Act has necessitated the rewriting of every 
thing relating to the machinery of elections, while the de- 
cisions of the judges on election petitions since the last 
general election have, by their superior authority, super- 
seded much of the matter relating to corrupt practices 

Which previously depended upon the decisions of com- 

mittees. Mr. Hardcastle was, no doubt, in expectation 

of having several more months to complete his work in be- 
fore the general election, and we observe that his preface was 

Written on the 27th inst. The book must, however, have 

been in a forward state, for we detect no misprints and 

very few of the inaccuracies which might have been ex- 
pected, and would have been excusable under the circum- 
stances. Probably if time had permitted, there might have 
been a rather fuller index, but the arrangement of the 

Work is such that it is easy enough to find what may 

be wanted without the aid of the index, so that this is 

not of so great importance as it frequently is. 

As far as we can judge, Mr. Hardcastle, who is known 
a one of the joint editors of O'Malley and Hardcastle’s 
Election Reports, has done his work well. He is sevérely 
practical, rather than critical, and contents himself with 
Pointing out what directions the Ballot Act gives, 
Without drawing attention to its faults or omissions. He 
aims at giving the law as it is, without much reference to 





what it was before, and perhaps for a practical manual 
this is right, but still it might have been as well rather 
more distinctly to call attention to some of the repealing 
provisions of the Ballot Act, many of which were almost 
as important as the enacting provisions, and which an 
ordinary reader requires more belp in understanding, 
inasmuch as a rather claborate comparisonof the schedule 
of the Act with sections of former Acts is required to be 
gone through in order to see what is repealed. On one 
point Mr. Hardcastle intimates a doubt for which we think 
there is no foundation. Having pointed out that for- 
merly a returning officer might refuse the vote of a per- 
son suffering from mental disability, either through 
drunkenness or lunacy, he suggests that it is now 
doubtful whether a returning officer would be justified 
in refusing a ballot paper to such a person, inasmuch as 
the Act expressly says that every person on the register 
8 entitled to receive a paper. Butthe same section also 
says that this provision is not to entitle any person ta 
vote who is prohibited from voting by any statute or by 
the common law of Parliament. Lunatics and persons 
so drunk as not to know what they are about dte so 
prohibited, and, therefore, it would seem that the pre- 
siding officer has the same power to reject their votes as 

a returning officer has hitherto had. 

We do not observe that Mr. Hardcastle tells us any- 
thing about the declaration of inability to read, except 
that of course he prints what is said of it in the Act, and 
in the Home Office abstract of it. This he seems to 
treat with the contempt which no doubt it richly de- 
serves, but if it had not been for the hasty publication 
which the dissolution has necessitated, it is not unlikely 
that he would have pointed out that nopenalty is attached 
to making the declaration untruly, so that really it is per. 
fectly useless, and might, if voters pleased, be used en- 
tirely to defeat the object of the Ballot. 

For practical purposes, as a handy manual, we can 
recommend the work to returning officers, agents and 
candidates, and while it is possible that the book may, 
owing to the unexpected dissolution, be less perfect than it 
otherwise would have been, yet the same fact makes it the 
more necessary to have such a work at hand; for return- 
ing officers and others are plunged suddenly into the 
election, without the time to study their duties before- 
hand which they probably expected to have. Hitherto, 
in the single elections that have taken place, it must 
have been much easier to get efficient clerks and officers 
than it will be now, and returning officers cannot do 
better than distribute this manual freely amongst their 
subordinates, if they wish them to understand their 


work. 
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Stephen’s Commentaries. Seventh edition, By James 
Srzruens, LL.D., Judge of County Courts. Four vols, 
Butterworths. 

Law and Practice in Bankruptcy. 
B.C.L., Barrister-at-Law. Horace-Cox. 

The Commentaries of Gaius and Rules of Ulpian. By 
J.T. Aspy, LL.D., and Bryan Water, M.A., LL.D. 
Cambridge University Press. 

The Notanda Law Digest. By T. Evwarns, E. § 
Masxetyne, and C. M. Datz, Esqs., Barristers-at-Law. 
Stevens & Sons. 


By A. A. Dorta, 








On Wednesday the President and Council of the In- 
corporated Law Society dined at their hall in Chancery- 
lane. Among the guests present were Sir Barnes. 
Peacock, Mr. Baron Pollock, Mr. Baron Amphlett, Mr. 
Sheriff Johnson, Mr. Joseph Brown, Q.C., and Mr. &. 
Little, Q.C. The Lord Mayor, who represents the 
borough in which Lincoln’s-inn is situate, and Mr. 
Alderman and Sheriff Whetham, had accepted invita- 
tions, but were prevented from attending by engagements 
connected with the pending elections. 
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RECENT DECISIONS. 
EQUITY. 
CHILD EN VENTRE 5A Mure. 
Pearce v. Carrington, L.J., 22 W. R. 41, L. R. 8 Ch. 969. 


One of the most interesting principles which English 
jurisprudence adopts from the civil law is the rule, under 
which legal existence is, in certain cases, considered to 
commence from the moment of conception. In the 
Digest, lib. L., tit. 5, “ De Statu Hominum,” s. 7, it is 
thus expressed—“ Qui in utero est, perinde ac si in rebus 
humanis esset, custoditur, quoties de commodis ipsius 
partis queritur; quanquam alii, antequam nascatur, 
nequaquam prosit.” ‘A child en ventre is considered 
as in actual existence, when any question as to its own 
interest arises ; although it confers no rights upon others 
before it is actually born.” It has long been settled 
that, in the construction of wills, the first branch of 
this rule applies; and in Blasson v. Blasson (2 D. J. 
& S. 665) it was decided that the limitation of the civil 
law—namely, that the question must be one concerning 
the interest of the child itself—was also adopted by 
English law. In that case there was a direction that 
when the youngest of the children of A., B., and C. who 
should be born and living at the time of the testatrix’s 


decease should attain twenty-one, a fund should be , 


divided between all the children of A., B., and C. then 
living. At the death of the testatrix there were two 
children ex ventre, but Lord Westbury held that the 
distribution was not to be postponed till the youngest 
child en ventre at the death of the testatrix, attained 
twenty-one, on the ground that it was not necessary, for 
the benefit of the unborn children, to resort to the 
fiction. In the recent case of Pearce v. Carrington the 
testator gave a fund to his wife for life, with a gift over 
on her death to the children of M., who, being sons, 
should attain twenty-one, or, being “daughters, should 
atiain that age or marry, with an ulterior gift in case 
there should be no such children. By a codicil he 
directed that if, at the expiration of five years from the 
death of his wife, M. should not have had any child, the 
ulterior gift should take immediate effect. At the ex- 
piration of the five years M. was enceinte of her first 
child, which was subsequently born alive. It seems to 
have been argued that, as the question arose upon the 
construction, not of a gift to a class, but of a condition, 
the fiction of the civil law was inapplicable. The Court, 
however, refused to limit the application of the rule in 
this way, and held that it would be absurd to say that 
the rule is to be applied in order to make a child en ventre 
8a mére an object of gift, but is not to be applied to pre- 
vent a gift to it from being divested. 





COMMON LAW. 
Coytract—Texper—Moetvatiry. 
The Great Northern Railway Company v. Witham, 
C.P., 22 W. R. 48, L. R. 9 C. P. 16. 

It is important that this decision should not be mis- 
understood. The plaintiffs invited a tender for the sup- 
ply of certain iron stores; the defendant tendered, and 
his tender was accepted “ for any quantity the plaintiffs 
taight order.” After executing some orders, and without 
any uotice of determining the contract, the defendant 
refused to execute a particular order which was given 
him by the plaintiffs. In an action for this refusal it 
was held that the plaintiffs were entitled to recover. It 
is to be observed that the invitation of tender is merely 
an introduction to a contract; it forms no part of it; 
the tender is the offer, and when that is accepted the 
contract is perfected. Here then there had been a tender, 
which had been accepted in such a way as to make it 
a standing offer to supply any such goods of a certain 
description as the plaintiffs might order. The plaintiffs, 
by giving orders from time to time, accepted that offer 
in such 4 way as to make a contract, binding both on 





——TzZ 
themselves and on the defendant, in respect of the pap, 
ticular goods contained in the order. The case does not 
decide that the defendant would not have been entitleq 
to withdraw his offer at any time before the plaintiffs 
applied their consent to it by giving an order; or, lin 
other words, that a tender in this form is anything more 
than a standing offer, which by itself can have no bind. 
ing force. 


Hvusnanp AND WireE—SeEparaTIon Dern. 
Charlesworth v. Holt, Ex., 22 W. R. 94. 


The chief importance of this case lies rather in g 
doubt suggested by Bramwell, B., than in the decision 
itself. The defendant, being sued by the wife’s trustee 
on a covenant contained in a separation deed, set-up in 
answer that his wife had been divorced on the ground of 
her adultery. This was held not to put an end to the 
covenant, there being no words in the deed to confine 
its operation to the continuance of the marriage. To 
get rid of the prejudice of the case, it was suggested 
for the plaintiff that the deed was one which could be 
dealt with by the Divorce Court under 22 & 23 Vict. ¢. 
61, s.5; and it was further contended that, since in 
Worsley v. Worsley (17 W. R. 743, L. R. 1 P. & D. 648) 
a similar deed was, in fact, dealt with by the Court, 
which imported that the deed was still in force, that 
case was an authority to show that such a deed was not 


| to be construed (in the absence of words to that effect) 


as conditional on the relation of husband and wife con- 
tinuing to exist. In that case the deed was subsequent 
to the statute, but, as Kelly, C.B., justly observed, 
unless it were to be held that such a deed must receive 
one construction if made before the Act and a different 
one if made after it, the case was equally an authority, 
whether the statute did or did not apply to deeds made 
before it. Bramwell, B., however, would not act upon 
the authority of that case, on the ground that the Act 
only applied to deeds made after its passing. We cannot 
follow this reasoning, but it is important to notice the 
doubt thus thrown out. The case of Worsley v. Worsley 
(ubt sup.) decided a point which, on the words of the 
Act, might reasonably have been thought very doubtful, 
but it is not easy to discover, either in the words or the 
intention of the Act, anything to restrict its operation 
to deeds subsequently executed. The earlier Act of 
20 & 21 Vict. c. 85, s. 45, has not been construed with 
any such limitation, and, indeed, could not have been, 
and there seems no reason why the later Act should not 
have been intended to be equally retrospective in its 
operation. Wecannot discover that the point has ever 
arisen for adjudication, and the course of time will 
diminish its importance. Meanwhile the doubt thus 
suggested cannot be disregarded. 





NOTES. 


The question has frequently been raised, with reference 
to the right reserved by section 12 of the Bankruptcy Act, 
1869, to a creditor “ holding a security upon the property 
of the barkrupt” to realise or deal with his security, what 
is a “secured creditor” within the definition of section 16, 
sub-section 5, which is “any creditor holding any mort- 
gage, charge, or lien on the bankrupt’s estate, or any part 
thereof, as security for a‘debt due to him.” This question 
came before the Chief Jadge on Monday last, in a case 
Ex parte Tate, in a somewhat novel form. The indorsees of 
a bill of exchange had commenced an action upon it 
against the acceptors. The acceptors, under the provisions 
ofsection 2 of the Billsof Exchange Act (18 &19 Vict o. 67), 
obtained leave to appear and defend the action upon the 
terms of paying into court £880 “to abide the event. 
The money was paid into court, aud compulsory order 
was made referring the matters in dispute in the action 
to arbitration. Before any award was made, the acceptors 
filed a liquidation petition, and, upon the application of the 
trustee, the judge of the Liverpool County Court g 
an inquiry-to restrain farther proceedings in the 
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—— 
tration, and also declared that the £880 was the property 
of the trustee, and must be paid out to him. The Chief 
Jndge, on the contrary, held that the plaintiffs in the action 
were creditors holding security on the debtor’s estate, and 
that an injunction must be directed to ascertain what 
gum they were entitled to recover. He said that at the 
date of the liquidation the sum deposited formed no part 
ofthe debtor's estate, but this, we apprehend, must be 
taken to mean only, that so far as was necessary to satisfy 
the plaintiffs’ just claim, it formed no part of the estate. 
The trustee must of course have been entitled to the 


surplus, if avy. 





In a case of Lawders, Minors, Ex parte Jones, before the 
Irish Court of Chancery on Saturday last, in which an 
application was made on behalf of the receiver of the pro- 
perty of minors for an order that he be allowed a sum for 

mndage fees, and for the costs of passing his account, 
which Master Fitzgibbon had disallowed, on the ground 
that the account had not been passed until the 4th of 
March, 1873, whereas he had been directed to pass the 
account on the 10th of November, 1872, the Lord Chan- 
cellor read an official letter from Master Fitzgibbon, in 
which, after shortly stating the facts of the case, the 
learned Master stated that his practice ever since he came 
into the office was to direct the receiver to lodge in bank, 
or invest, or pay over to the party entitled, as the case 
might be, the balance shown in his hands at foot of his 
account, without waiting for the audit, when any unfor- 
seen obstacle delayed the audit for any considerable time. 
He had taken all opportunities of making that practice 
known to receivers and their solicitors, and of impressing 
on them the necessity in such cases of applying to him for 
directions what to do with their balances in the intervals 
during which the audit was so delayed, and he believed 
that practice and his desire to enforce observance of it 
were very generally, if not universally, known to receivers 
and their solicitors, and he had frequently announced that 
there was no default which he was so slow to condone as 
that of keeping large balances in the receiver's hands 
during the time that he was waiting to pass his tardy 
account. He thought it unjust, not only to the owners of 
the fund, but to the sureties of the receiver, to leave large 
sums in ibe hands of the receiver after he verified his 
account, and that the retention for more than three months 
of £575 of the minors’ money in that case, in disregard of 
the well-known practice, was the cause of his refusing to 
allow the receiver his ponndage, or the costs of passing his 
accounts. The Lord Chancellor then proceeded to say that 
in a case of Skerrington v. Brett, which was before the late 
Master of the Rolls, and in which the decision of the master 
refusing to allow four days toa receiver was reversed—that 
order of reversal was made on the consentofthe parties, who 
were all adult. The Registrar had called his attention to 
the case of Dease v. O'Reilly, decided by Lord St. Leonard’s 
in 1843, in which he refused to allow a receiver his 
poundage under circumstances similar to the present, and 
asubsequent case of Overend v. Overend, decided by the 
late Lord Chancellor Blackburn in 1844, when Master of 
the Rolls, and stated that it appeared from those cases 
that an order such as he was now asked to make could 
not be made ina case where, like the present, the parties 
were minors. The ruling of Master Fitzgibbon should, 
therefore, he upheld, and the motion to reverse that ruling 
be refused. 





On Friday last Malins, V.C.,’ announced that, for the 
future, he should take winding-up petitions which no one 
appeared to oppose, as ‘ unopposed ” petitions .The cause 
of this announcement was a statement by counsel that a 
similar course was adopted by Bacon, V.C., and a repre- 
sentation that where all the shareholders of a company 
were agreed as to the necessity of a winding-up order, it 
Was obviously to the interest of every one concerned that 
the order should be made as speedily as possible, His 
Honour “ desired it to be understood that in future where a 
Winding-up petition was opened and no one appeared to 
Oppose it, he should treat it as an ordinary unopposed 
petition, and an order would be made accordingly.” In 
&ccordance with the rulo thus laid down, an order appeared 
On the same day, which was printed in our last issue. Tho 





terms of this order have subsequently been changed, and 
the new order is that “ petitions presented for the winding 
up of any company and marked for the court of Vice-Chan- 
cellor Malins, and on which the company appear to con- 
sent, will be taken as unopposed petitions ’ 





At the meeting of the Legislative body of the Island of 
Jersey last Wednesday but one, the first subject brought 
before the House was a petition by debtors in prison, 
praying for an increase in the sam allowed by law and 
paid by the detaining creditor, for their daily maintenance. 
The amount now actually received by a debtor is 64d. 
a-day. It was considered that chis, with the present price 
of provisions, was insufficient, and it was suggested that 
1s. was little enough. After some discussion, in which 
the necessity for the abolition of imprisonment for debt 
was urged, the matter was referred to a committee. It is 
to be hoped that the committee will report, for the benefit 
of the general public, how the debtors manage to keep 
soul and body together on their munificent allowance. 





The principle laid down in the case of Edwards v. 
Coombe (21 W. R.107, L. R. 7 C. P. 519), and afterwards 
approved and affirmed by the Lords Justices in Ex parte 
Hodge, Re Hatton (20 W.. 978), was yesterday considered 
in the Court of Common Pleas in a case of Newell v. Van 
Praagh, with reference to the application of the doctrine 
to judge’s orders, made under the Debtor’s Act, 1869. 
The facts discussed were shortly these. Judgment having 
been recovered against a debtor, application was made to 
a judge at chambers, who made an order upon him 
for payment of the debt by instalments of £7 10s. 
Some instalments were duly paid, but not all. 
Proceedings under section 126 of the Bankruptcy Act, 
were subsequently taken by other creditors, and a meeting 
was held, at which the judgment creditor appeared and 
dissented from a resolution, which was, however, duly 
passed, whereby the creditors agreed to accept a composi- 
tion of two shillings in the pound, payable by instalments. The 
debt of the dissentient creditor was stated at the meeting 
and scheduled with the rest. When the first instalment 
became due, the debtor made default in payment, where- 
upon the judgment creditor applied to Martin B., to make 
an order of committal against the debtor, for non-perform- 
ance of the original order to pay under the Debtor’s Act. 
The learned judge referred the matter to the Court, who 
held that, although the rights of the judgment creditor 
against his debtor had been suspended by the composition 
arrangement, yet on the breach of the provisions of the re- 
solution by non-payment of the composition, those rights 
revived, and the creditor was entitled to the order of com- 
mittal prayed for, on proof of the debtor's ability to pay 
the £7 10s. instalments which were in arrear. 








GENERAL CORRESPONDENCE. 


ADVERTISERS AGAIN. 
[ Zo the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journai.] 

Sir,—I enclose a cutting from the Birmingham Daily 
Post of this date, inserted under the head of “ Miscellaneous” 
in the advertisement column. : 

Henry D. Crowrron, Solicitor. 
17, Temple-row, Birmingham. 
IVORCE.—Persons desiring a Dissolution of Marriage, expetitiously 
and cheaply, may continue to send written particulars for opinion 
and advice (consultation by appointment only), in coniddence, to W. 
Berry, Eaq., Doctor of Laws, &c., 11, South Square, Gray's Inn, London. 

[A correspondent has sent us the same advertisement 

extracted from a Liverpool paper.—Ep. S. J.] 








According to the Gloucester Journal, Mr, Powell, Q.C., has 
been at the bar for twenty-six years, and has, during that 
time, been repeatediy engaged ia prosecuting persons charged 
with wilful murder, but although a number of these were 
condemned to death, up to last week (when Bailey and 
Barry were bung) not one had ever been executed. During 
the same number of years he has defended many persons 
accused of capital offences, and though some of these 
were found guilty, not one was executed until Butt suffered 
last week. 
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COURTS. 


THE EUROPEAN ASSURANCE SOCIETY 
ARBITRATION. * 
(Before Lord Romtiiy.) 

Dec. 3, 1873; Jan. 6, 1874.—Re The British Provident Life 
and Fire Assurance Society ; and Re the Anglo-Australian 
and Universal Family Life Assurance Company. 

Amalgamation of companies—Indemnity— Unlimited liability. 
On the amalgamation of two companies, A. and B. (both of 

which were registered under 7 § 8 Vict. c. 110), the deed of 

amalgamation provided that the business, property, and lia- 

bilities of A. should be transferred to and undertaken by B., 

and that the shareholders of A. should be indemnified out of the 

property of B. against all liabilities by reason of their having 
@s sharcholders executed the deed of settlement of A. 

B. was subsequently ordered to be wound up, and all its 
authorised capital had been fully subscribed. 

Held, that, such an amalgamation being authorised by the 
deeds of settlement of both companies, the liability of B. to 
tidennify A. is unlimited, and, accordingly, a further call 
was ordered to be made on the coutributories of B.to satisfy all 

This case distinguished from the Indemnity Cases before 
Lord Cairns in the Albert Arbitration, 16 S. J. 141. 





The Anglo-Australian Company was formed under a | 
deed of settlement dated the 9ih September, 1853, with | 
@ nominal capital of £150,000, which was liable to be in. | 
ereased to £506,000. | 

Clause 17 of the said deed (as altered by resolutions of | 
an extraordinary meeting of shareholders and policy- 
holders held on the 13th, and confirmed on the 24th 
February, 1858), provided “ That an extraordinary meeting 
of the company convened as therein provided should have 
fall power to resolve by a majority consisting of at least 
two-thirds in value of the shareholders present (either 
personally or by proxy), also of two-thirds in value of the 
policyholders of the company personally present at such | 
meeting, to make bye-laws and regulations for the better | 
management and government of the company, and to add | 
to, repeal, or alter or vary any of the clauses contained in 
the said deed or any existing rules, regulations, or bye- 
laws of the company for the time being, and to make and 
enter into, and carry out any contract for the undertaking 
er performing of all or any part of the assurances and 
engagements of other assurance companies, whether in- 
eorporaicd or not, aud to increase within the limits afore- 
said the capital of the compacy, and to borrow on behalf 
of the company, and also to resolve upon the purchase of 
the business of any other company, or upon the taking 
over of any other company whether by way of amalgama- 
tion or otherwise, or upon the sale of its own business or 
upon the amalgamation of the company with any other 
company, and to apply for an Actof Parliament or charter 
for the above purposes or any of them, or for any purpose 
whatsoever, and to remove from office any director, 
auditor, or trustee, and to diseolve or reorganise the com- 
pany, and every or any such resolution was thereby made 
binding and conclasive upon the company, provided the 
same should have been previously recommended for adop- 
tion by the directors, and provided also that the same 
should be confirmed by a subsequent extraordinary meet- 
ing.” 

The British Provident Society was formed under a deed 
of settlement dated the 14th December, 1850, with a capi- 
tal of £100,000, which was liable to be, and was subse- 
aguently, increesed to £1000,000. Clanses 2,3, and 4, of 
this deed defined the objecte of the society to be the 
granting of aeaurances on Jives and against fire, and the 
granting of loans. Clauses 75 and 147 defined the powers 
of the directors, and clause 151 provided “That an extra- 
ordinary board of directors, specially called for that pur- 
pore, might come to a resolution, cither to sell or transfer 
the business of the society to any other society or societies, 
tompany or companics, of a similar nature ; or to purchase 
or accep: a trausferfrom euch other society or societies, com- 
pany or companice of a similar nature, and upon gach terms, 
conditions, stipulations, and agreements, as the said board 





© Reported by B. Tavwrow Baixes, Esq, Barrister-at-law. 


should think fit, and if such resolution should be adopted . 
and confirmed by a majority of at least three-fourths of | 
the proprietors and members pregent either personally op — 
by proxy, to be given in such manner as was thereinbelorg ® 


in that behalf mentioned, at an extraordinary meeting 
specially called for that purpose, but not otherwise, g 
sale or transfer, as the case might be, should be effected 
and take place.” 

Clause 80 was—‘ There shall be inserted in every policy 
or other assurance to be issued and granted by the society, 
a reference to these presents, and a clause, Condition, or 
provision that the capital and funds of the said society tor 
the time being undisposed of, according to the deed of get. 
tlement shall alone be answerable for any claims under 
such policy, provided always that nothing herein contained 
shall limit the liability of any shareholder as to the per. 
formance of such contract, or prejudice the right of any 
person or persons against any such shareholder in reg 
of such contract, under or by virtue of the statute 7 & g 
Vict. c. 110.” 

And clause 174, which was specially relied on by the 
Anglo-Australian Company, was “That for affording 
greater facility and protection to the dealings of the said 
society with purchasers, borrowers, lenders, and others, 
every deed to which the common seal of the Society shall 
be affixed, such deed having been also signed by two at 
least of the directors of the society for the time being, 
shall, in favour of any person or persons, or body or bodies 


| politic or corporate, other than the said society, by to or 


with whomsoever such deed shall be made, and of all 
claimants through or under such person or persons, body 
or bodies politic or corporate, other than the said society, 
be absolutely binding and conclusive on the society, and 
exonerate such person or persons, body or bodies politie 
or corporate, other than as aforesaid, and all claimants 
through or under him or her or them from all liability to 
take notice of or be affected by notice of any of the pro. 
visions herein contained, any rule of equity to the contrary 


| notwithstanding, and the production of such deed, with 


the said common seal affixed thereto and so signed as 
aforesaid, shall be for all the purposes of such deed cons 
clusive evidence against the said society.”’ 

Both the company and the society were registered and 
incorporated under the Act 7 & 8 Vict. c. 110. 

The business of the Anglo-Australian Company was 
transferred to the British Provident Society, and an 
amalgamation between the company and the society was 
carried out by a deed of amalgamation, which was dated 
June Ist, 1858, and provided :—That the business and pro. 
perty, effects, liabilities, and engagements of the Anglo- 
Australian Association, as fully set out and particularised 
in the schedules thereunto annexed, including also the 
risks and engagements of the life insurance and endow- 
ment policies, and also the policies or grants of annuitie# 
issued by the said association, and then in force, were 
absolutely transferred to, and were undertaken by, the 
British Provident Society, without its being necessary, to 
the establishment by tho holders thereof of their claims 
(if any) payable thereunder, that sach policies or grants 
of the said association should be endorsed by or on behalf 
of the British Provident Society, or that any policies or 
grants should be issued in lien thereof, unless the holders 
thereof should require the same, when and in which case, 
it was thereby declared that the holders respectively of 
such policies or grants of annuities ehould determine which 
or either, or if both, of the methods therein described for 
the transfer to, or assumption by, the British Provident 
Society of the policies or grants of assurance and annuities 
of the said Anglo-Australian Association should be made 
or effectuated. And the said deed farther provided 
that the shareholders in the said British Pro- 
vident Society and Anglo-Australian Association 
should be, on the completion of the aforesaid amalgamation 
and union, put in respect of the payment of their shares im 
the capital of the said British Provident Society on 
same and on equal footing, and that the shareholders 
respectively of the gaid British Provident Society 
Anglo-Australian Association should thereupon respectively 
make up their calls in payments to tho amount of two 
pounds per share on their existing shares in the said caph 
respectively. That the sharcholders of the Anglo-Austra 
Association should become sharcholders in the British 
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ent Society, and should execute the deed of settle- 


“gent of the said society for the same or any equivalent 


ber or amount of shares as were then held by them in 
Anglo-Australian Association, and that thereupon and 
consideration of the said execution by them of such deed 
of settlement it was thereby expressly declared and agreed 
t the moneys or calls already paid by such shareholders 

igo executing the deed of settlement of the British Provident 
) to the Anglo-Australian Association should be 

to the credit of such shareholders, in respect of the 
shares which should,be so subscribed for by them, in the 
deed of settlement of the said British Provident Society, 
and thereupon the said shareholders should, out of the 
fands and property of the said British Provident Society, be 
absolutely held harmless and indemnified against any and 
all liabilities in respect of the said Anglo-Australian 
Association, by reason of the execution as shareholders or 
rietors by themselves or their lawful aitorneys of tne 
Mee of settlement of the said Anglo-Australian Association, 
and that immediately on the execution of the deed of 
settlement of the British Provident Society by such 
shareholders, and the transfer of the policies and grants of 
assurances, annuities, and endowments of the Anglo- 
Australian Association to the British Provident Society in 
pursuance of that deed, all the said shareholders and 
policyholders should be entitled to all the benefits and 

Siloges of such membership, anything to the contrary in 

e deed of settlement of the British Provident Society 
notwithstanding. 

Upon the execution of the deed of amalgamation, the 
British Provident Society took possession ofall the property 
ofthe Anglo-Australian Company, and they and theirassigns 
had since that time received all premiums due in respect of 
policies granted by the Anglo-Australian Company. All 
the assets, property, and effects of the said company were 
by a deed dated the 28th October, 1858, assigned to three 
directors of the British Provident Society in trust for the 
gaid society. 

Under an agreement dated the 8th March, 1859, the 
British Nation Association, which had been formed by a 
deed of settlement of the 28th February, 1858, took over 
allthe business and liability and the name of the British 
Provident Society, and the said society thereupon ceased 
to carry on business, and it was by an order of Kindersley, 
V.C., dated the 6th March, 1861, ordered to be wound up. 

In the year 1865, the British Nation Association trans- 
ferred its business to the European Society, 

On the 20th January, 1860, a petition by a shareholder 
to wind up the Anglo-Australian Company was dis- 
missed by Kindersley, V.C., on the ground that under the 
deed of amalgamation of the 1st June, 1858, the British 
Provident Society would have to pay all the debts of the 
Anglo-Australian Company in exoneration of the share- 
holders of tho said company. (This case, Re Anglo- 
ne Company, Ex parte Sinith, is reported 8 W. R. 

0 . 

In June, 1860, the Anglo-Australian Company filed a bill 

inst the British Provident Society for specific performance 

their contract under the deed of the 1st June, 1858, and 

was met by across bill praying that the execution by 

the society of the said deed might be declared to have been 
Obtained by fraud, and that the deed was void. 

On the hearing of the said suits, by a decree dated the 
18th January, 1862, Stuart, V.C., declared “ that the said 
British Provident Society was bound according to the terms 
of the said indenture of the 1st June, 1858, out of the funds 
and property of the said British Provident Society absolutely 
to hold harmless and indemnify the said Anglo-Australian 
Company, and the shareholders thereof, against all liabilities 
in respect of the said last-mentioned company by reason of 
the execution as such shareholders by themselves or their 
lawful attorneys of the deed of settlement of the said Anglo- 
Australian Company” ; and the said cross bill was dismissed 
with costs. 

On the 15th April, 1862, the said decree was, on appeal, 
confirmed by Lord Westbury, C., but omitting the words 
“and the shareholders thereof.” (This case Zhe Anglo- 
Awtralian Company v. The British Provident Company is 
es 3 Giff. 621; and on appeal 10 W, R. 588.) 

Sn order of Kindersley, V.0., dated 22nd April, 1864, it 
eclared that the Anglo-Australian Company was ontitled 
stand as a creditor of the British Provident Society in 
fespect of such debts and liabilities as were undertaken 





y the said society by the deed of lst June, 1858. (This 
case Re British Provident Society, Ex parte Anglo-Australian 
Company, is reported 12 W. R.701.) In pursuance of this 
last-mentioned order all the said company’s liabilities had 
been paid except those in respect of certain policies still 
in force, the premiums on which had been received suc- 
cessively by the British Provident, the British Nation, and 
the European Societies, and the total value of which was 
estimated at £6,000. 

By an order of Lord Westbury in this arbitration, dated 
the 18th June, 1873, it was declared that G. Harman and 
G. Pratt, two policyholders in the Anglo-Australian Com. 
pany, were entitled to prove against each of the four socie- 
ties for the full amount of their claims, and leave was 
given to issue a summons for the winding up of the Anglo- 
a Company (see note of that decision, 17 8. J. 

44), 

In consequence of that order the Anglo-Australian 
Company issued the present summons, that the joint offi- 
cial liquidator might be ordered to pay the claims of 
G. Harman and G. Pratt out of assets of the British 
Provident Society in his hands; or if such assets were 
insufficient, that a call might be made on the contributories 
of the said society, to satisfy all the remaining liabilities 
ofthe said company. _ 

The principal question for the decision of the arbitrator 
was whether the liability of the British Provident Society 
to indemnify the Anglo-Australian Company was limited 
or unlimited. 

Shebbeare (Jackson, Q.C. with him), for the Anglo-Aus- 
tralian Company.—I rely on the decisions of Stuart, V.C., 
and Lord Westbury at the hearing of the suit between the 
Anglo-Australian and the British Provident, 3 Giff. 521, 10 
W. R. 588, and on the decisions of Kindersley, V.C., in Re 
The Anglo-Australian Company, Ex parte Smith, 8 W. R. 
170; and in Re The British Provident Society, 12 W. R. 701. 
I understand that Mr. Higgins relies on two cases, one 
of which, Re The British Nation Association, Reilly’s 
European Arbitration Reports, p. 3, was decided by Lord 
Westbury in this arbitration. But that case is totally 
different from the present. The amalgamation deed in 
that case contained an express proviso, “That the sub- 
scribed capital of the Earopean remaining at the time of 
any claim made in respect of that deed, or by any holders 
of any policies, or by any annuitant, or otherwise by virtue 
of any of the covenants, clauses, and agreements therein 
contained shall alone be liable to answer such claims.” 
There is no such proviso as that in the present deed. The 
other case was before Lord Cairns in the Albert Arbitra- 
tion, The Bank of London Association's Case, 16 S. J. 141. 
But Lord Cairns there says that there was no authority 
for the directors to enter into a contract of amalgamation 
at all. The deeds of both the Anglo-Australian and the 
British Provident contain express powers of amalgamation, 
and the validity of the amalgamation has been established 
over and over again, both by the decision of Stuart, V.C., 
confirmed by Lord Westbury, and also by the order of 
Kindersley, V.C. I submit that the liability of the con. 
tributories of the British Provident under the deed of ist 
June, 1858, is unlimited. 

Higgins, Q.0. (AL Cookson with him), for the joint official 
liquidator.—This case is governed as far as a case can be 
governed by Lord Cairns’ decision in the Bank of London 
Association’s case. No doubt when the Albert Company 
entered into the amalgamation arrangement with the Bank 
of London, they had no power to amalgamate ; bat in re- 
ference to all the other companies Lord Cairns says: “ Be- 
fore the next amalgamation an additional power was given 
to the Albert directors.” I do not deny that we are bound 
by the decrees of the Court of Chancery, but they do not 
at all touch the question of the amount of liability, and, so 
far as the expressions used in them indicate the view of the 
Court, that view was that the indemnity was limited to the 
funds and property of the British Provident, and, having 
regard to the terms of the deed of 1st Jane, 1858, which 
refers to our deed of settlement, it cannot be assumed that 
there was any intention to extend the liability of our 
shareholders, but only to give such rights as against our 
fund and capital as our own policyholders would 
have, and no more. The clauses of our own deed 
of settlement [the clauses mainly relied on by Mr, 
Higgins are stated above} show that it would have been 
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beyond the powers of the directors, and beyond the powers 
of the majority, to enter into any contract which would 
involve the shareholders of this society in liability beyond 
the amount represented by the capital of their shares. 
Clause €0 is very important. We have there substantially 
a provision that there shall be in every policy or other 
assurance, that is (for the word “assurance” is very 
large’, in every contract to be issued or granted by the 
scciety a reference to the deed of settlement, and also a 
clanse, condition, or provision that the capital and funds 
of the said society for the time being undisposed of shall 
alone be answerable under such policy, and negativing an 
unconditicnal liability. 

As to clause 174, on which my friends rely, it was 
a ‘provision alio intuitu. {ts object was, that persons 
buying fiom the company any property, or borrowing 
fiom or lending to the company, were not to be bound in 
each transaction to go through all the provisions of the 
deed in order to see whether everything was done modo et 
forma accerding to the deed. But I contend that this deed 
of amalgamation is ultra vires, and I submit that we ought 
not to be called upon to pay anything beyond the amount 
of our subscribed capital for which we are liable. This is 
an important question, and the same rule will have to be 
applied in other cases. 

Shebteare, in reply.—Clause 80 of the deed of settlement 
simply applies to policies and assurances. ‘ Assurance” 
is used here in reference only to the business of the com- 
pany. The proviso to that clause exposes every share- 
holder of the British Provident to an unlimited liability. 
The whole basis of Lord Cairns’ decision is, that in the 
cases before him, there was no power to amalgamate. 
Here we have an express power. 

Jan. 6, 1874—Lord Romitty. This is an application 
by the Anglo-Australian Company that the British Provident 
Society may be ordered, by a call to be made on the contri- 
butories of the society, to pay the amounts due to George 
Harman and George Pratt, in respect of the value of their 
policies, dated respectively the 29tlf February, 1856, and 
the 28th November, 1856, and effected with the Anglo- 
Australian Company, and which by the indenture of the Ist 
June, 1858, were undertaken by the British Provident 
Society. 

The case of the British Provident Society is that they 
are liable only to the extent of the indemnity entered into 
by the deed of June, 1858, and that that indemnity is con- 
fined to the subscribed capital only, whereas the Anglo- 
Australian Company claim an unlimited liability against 
the British Provident Society. And in support of their 
case both parties appeal to the decision of Lord Cairns in 
the Albert Arbitration, 16 S. J. 141, confirmed 
by the decision of Lord Westbury in the present 
matter. The facts there reported show that Lord 
Cairns’ decision turned upon the terms of the contract, and 
all his argument tends to show that in a contract, similar to 
‘sae sich is before me, his decision would have compelled 
the Li..ish Provident Society to pay the debts incurred by 
that Society on the policies of Harman and Pratt. There 
Las been, however, an express decision upon this particular 
case on a bi'l filed against the British Provident Society by 
the Anglo-Australian Company. Sage Lordsbip then stated 
the facts as above in reference to the proceedings in Chan- 
cery and in this Arbitration.] 

The sole question now to be determined is whether the 
British Provident Society’s liability to pay is limited to the 
— capital of the society, or whether it has no limit 
at all. 

Upon looking at the cases, both that which was decided 
by Lord Cairns and that which was decided by Lord West- 
bary,1 am of opinion that they support the applicants’ case, 
and that the reasonings and Weareniaes upon which those 
cases were decided, applied to the facts of this case as they 
now appeat, tnake outa decision in favour of the Anglo- 
Australian Company; for Lord Cairns decided the cases 
before him upon the grounds that there was notin them 
any power to amalgamate, and that the directors acted ultra 
vires when they attempted to alter the fandamental prin- 
ciples of the original deed by giving to the directors a new 
authority to cast on the shareholders of the Albert a liability 
exceeding that which would arise from the amount sub- 
scribed on the original shares. 

The result is that, in my opinion, the cases before 
Stuart, VC. Kindersley, V.C., Lord Cairns, and Lord 





Westbury, all substantially point in the same direction, 
and tend to show that the liability of the British 
dent Society, under the deed of June, 1858, is, under the 
events that have happened, an unconditional liability, not 
limited to the subscribed capital of that society, and] 
shall make the order applied for accordingly. : 
Solicitors for the the joint official liquidator, Mercer § 
ercer, 
Solicitor for the Anglo-Australian Company, H. Gover, 





COMMON PLEAS. 
(Before Lord CoxErtipcs, C.J., Karine, Brett, and 
Honyman, JJ.) 
Jan, 23—In the Matter of an Attorney. 

Garth, Q,C., on behalf of the Law Society, applied 
for a rule calling upon an attorney to show ¢ause 
why he should not be strack off the roll. He 
had an affidavit of Mr. S., who said that in 1871 he 
became responsible for the debts of a person named 
H., who became insolvent. and as H. had already employed 
the attorney in question, Mr. S.alsoemployed him to pay the 
debts. From October, 1871, to the end of that year variong 
specific sums were sent to the attorney to pay specific 
debts, and in February he assured Mr. S. that all the debig 
had been paid and the claims discharged. In April, 1872, 
Mr. S was astonished at having a writ issued against him 
for £21 7s. 7d., for which he had paid a specific cheque in 
December, and on the same day an execution was pnt into 
his house for £45, being a debt and costs for which judg. 
ment had been given in December, and to pay whicha 
specific cheque had been sent to the attorney. Mr. S. put 
himself into the hands of another attorney, who could not 
get the money from the attorney, but got a so-called 
security. He then placed the matter in the hands of the 
Law Society, and in answer to Mr. Williamson’s demand 
for an explanation, the attorney wrote, not denying the re- 
ceipt and misappropriation of the money, but asserting 
that Mr. S. was mistaken in saying that the security held 
by him was worthless, as it was worth £200 as soon as ® 
decision of the Scotch courts should be given. Whatever. 
tbe value of the security, the Law Society had nothing to 
do with it, but had only to deal with the misappropria- 
tion. 

The Court granted a rule nisi. 


(Sittings in Banco.—Before Lord Cotrnripes, C.J., and 
Keatine and Denmay, J.J.) 
Jan. 27.—In re The Exeter Election Petition. 
The proceedings upon an election petition drop upon the 
dissolution of Parliament. 


This was an application with reference to the Exeter 
Election Petition. 

Chandos Leigh appeared for the petitioners. 

Petheram for the respondents. 

Chandos Leigh gaid that the petition had been appointed 
to be heard before Bramwell, B., on the 3rd February, 
but the question had now arisen as to what was the effect 
of the dissolution of Parliament. Under the circnm- 
stances he and the counsel for the respondent had gone 
before Bramwell, B., who had drawn up a memorandum 
to be signed by them, but expressed the wish that the 
matter should be first brought before the Court. The 
memorandum was in these terms :—‘ Considering that the 
main object of the petition cannot now be attained, and 
that it is very doubtful whether by the dissolution of 
Parliament it is not abated and ended, which indeed we. 
think it is; and thera never having been any intention of 
charging Mr. Mills with personal bribery or corruption ;. 
we agree that all proceedings on the petition drop, and 
that the money deposited be paid out of court, and an 
order made to that effect.” He now applied for a rale to 
carry out this arrangement. The statute (31 & 32 Vict. 
c. 125) said nothing as to a dissolution, but the 35th section 
said thata petition should be proceeded with, notwithstand- 
ing a prorogation, and the petition could not be withdrawn, 
because the statute said that in that event the petitioner 
should be liable to pay costs. 

Lord Conenipoz, C.J.—Before the Act pnesed the 
Parliamentary practice was that a petition dropped by 
dissolution, and you say that as the Act says nothing upom 
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— 
“ae int this practice continues. You simply want a rule 


vot the money should be paid out of court. 

Petheram said that he was instructed to consent to a 
rule that the money should be paid out of court upon the 
distinct statement that there never had been any intention 
of charging Mr. Mills with personal bribery or corruption. 

Lord Cotrrivct, C.J.—We have nothing to do with that. 
Tam of opinion that the Queen having beeu pleased to 
dissolve Parliament—of which the Court will take judicial 
notice—a case has occurred which is not provided for in 
the 31 & 32 Vict. c. 125; and therefore we must guide our 

ings by the old Parliamentary practice, according 
to which a petition dropped or abated by a dissolution. 
This being so, I have no doubt that there should be a rule 
to return the £1,000 which has been deposited. 

Rule absolute granted. 





TAUNTON ELECTION PETITION. 
(Before Grove, J.) 
Jan. 26th. 


To render a candidate responsibie for the unlawful acts of 

sons who have supported his canvass, he must be proved by 
vimself, or his authorised agents, to have employed such persons 
toact on his behalf, or to have to some extent put himself in 
their hands, or to have made common cause with them for 
the purpose of promoting his election. 

The learned JupGE, in delivering judgment, stated 
that the respondent was charged with bribery and 
treating by himself and his agents, and that there 
was also an imputation of general bribery and treating, 
He intimated that there were no proper grounds 
for making any personal imputation against the re- 
spondent, and that with regard to general bribery and 
treating and corruption so as to taint the whole con- 
stituency, and thus render the election void, he saw no 
teason for coming to the conclusion that extensive bribery 
or corruption prevailed at the election. He then pro- 
ceeded to say :—I come now to the point upon which 
the great contest in this case arose. Did the respon- 
dent, not by himself or by any conscious authority, 
but by the hands of an agent or agents for whom 
he is responsible, so bribe or treat that this election 
must be declared void? The law of agency, as 
applied to election petitions, has been sufficiently expressed 
by different learned judges, some of whom have likened it 
to the relation of master and servant, and another to the 
employer of persons to run a race for him; but no exact 
definition, meeting all cases, has, as far as I am aware, 
been given. Two learned judges—the late Mr. Justice 
Willes, and Mr, Justice Blackburn—have pointed out the 
difficulties of arriving at one. All agree that the relation 
isnot the Common Law one of principal and agent, but 
that the candidate may be responsible for the acts of one 
Aoting on his behalf, though the acts be beyond the scope 
of the authority given, or, indeed in violation of express 
injunction. So far as regards the presert case, I am of 
opinion that to establish agency for which the candidate 
would be responsible he must be proved by himself or by 
his authorised agent to have employed the persons whose 
conduct is impugned to act on his behalf, or to have to 
fome extent put himself in their hands, or to have made 
common cause with them for the purpose of promoting his 

ion, To what extent such relation may be sufficient 

to fix the candidate with responsibility must, it 
Btems.to me, be a question of degree and of evidence 
to be judged of by the Election Petition Tri- 
» Mere non-interference with persons, who, 
interested in the success of the candidate, 

act in support of his canvass, is not sufficient in my 
ent, to saddle the candidate with any unlawful acts 

eirs of which the tribunal is satisfied he or his 
tuthorived agent is ignorant. It would be vain to attempt 
® exhaustive definition, and possibly exception may be 
faken to the approximate limitation which I have 
tndeavoured to express. It must also be borne in mind in 
cases that, although the object of the statute by 

the tribunal of election judges was created was to 

t corrupt practises, still the tribunal is a judicial 

And not an inquisitorial ono. It is a Court to hear and 
determine according to law, and not a Commission armed 





with powers to inquire into and suppress corruption. 
Without expressing myself in equally strong terms with 
Baron Martin in the Wigan case, I am of opinion that the 
evidence of corrupt practice must establish affirmatively, 
to the reasonable satisfaction of the judge, that the acts 
complained of were done. The learned judge then pro- 
ceeded to consider the evidence in the case. Witnesses 
were called who said they had seen a mau named Rollings, 
against whom bribery and treating were alleged, either 
accompanying Sir Henry James during his actual canvass, 
or so in company with him as to lead to a reasonable 
inference that he was aiding him in bis canvass. The best 
of these witnesses admitted that they had only seen the backs 
of Sir Henry James and the man with him. The other 
evidence was slender, and when Sir Henry James was 
examined he most emphatically contradicted it, stating that, 
if he had met him in the street he did not know him, and 
that most certainly he never canvassed with him, or with 
his sanction for him. It was admitted by the counsel for the 
petitioners that the fair result of the evidence was that there 
was not enough to satisfy me of any agency deduced from 
personal canvass with the candidate himself with the excep- 
tion of Turner. I am clearly of this opinion, and it applies 
also to Turner, Stuckey, and Govier, and I decide that on 
the whole case there was no reasonable evidence to satisfy 
me of agency by personally accompanying the candidate on 
his canvass. ‘lhe learned judge, after stating that it was 
admitted that Burman was Sir Henry James’s agent, for 
whose acts he was responsible, commented on Smith’s 
evidence with regard to the sale of timber and the payment 
of £5 for drink, and stated that it was obvious that Smith 
came forwsrd under circumstances which threw the greatest 
suspicion on his testimony. He came forward as an in- 
former of a corrupt transaction to which he had been a party, 
for he had induced his daughter knowingly to make a false 
and fraudulent alteration in a bill to enable Rollings to 
obtain repayment from the respondent or from some agent 
of his by false pretences. Ashe admitted having bribed a 
voter, and his antecedents were far from ‘satisfactory, he 
looked upon his evidence, not as that of a credible witness, 
but to see how far it was corroberated. His wife was called 
to support his veravity, and it was alleged that she had 
detected a conspiracy to injure Farrant and Brannan ; but 
it was admitted that £15 had been paid by Farrant and 
Brannan to Poole. Smith was also said to have received 
money from Small to bribe, but the evidence of the bribery 
by Smith was utterly unworthy of credit. Here Rollings was 
said to have treated voters, but there was little or no evi- 
dence to connect him with the respondent, although he wa, 
frequently alleged to have been iu company with Burmans 
and had been seen to go into committee-rooms—Sir Henry 
James having no committee-rooms in the ordinary election 
sense of the term. The evidence was of very little value, 
as many witnesses could not fix dates; the times and 
occasions had been probably multiplied by different persons 
called, and most of them spoke to the facts happening before 
the committee-room was really taken. Other evidence of 
small bribes or offers to bribe and treat was adduced as 
having been committed by Stuckey, Turner, and Govier, 
who were alleged to be agents, for whom Sir Henry James 
was said to be responsible. The best of these cases was 
that deposed to by a man named Mogg, a manof the highest 
character, who gave his evidence with remarkable apparent 
truthfulness, and, small as the incident is, the question of 
Sir Henry James’s seat might have depended on the question 
of Govier's agency, but no evidence of his agency was 
given by the petitioners, beyond his having paid for Burman 
small sums for services connected with the canvass of 
Sir Henry James. The learned judge then continued 
as follows:—A prima facie case was made which cer- 
tainly had an impression upon me, viewing, in the light 
of probabilities, the evidence which from the character of 
the witnesses—at least many of them—could not be re- 
garded as thoroughly reliable. Serjeant Ballantine did 
not propose to call Rollings, perhaps fearing damaging dis- 
closures, and I suggested his being called, and I think the 
truth has more fully appeared in consequence. For the 
respondent were called himself, Mr. Biron, Rollings, 
Burman, Cornish (Collard, who contradicted Jane Cox), 
and Turner, Sir Henry James disproved to my entire 
satisfaction any aguas by canvassing on the part of 
Rollings, Turner, Stuckey, and Govier, and, so far as he 
was concerned, denied all agency but that of Burman, 
Rollings contradicted Smith, emphatically stating that the 
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timber transaction was a pure business one, and that what he 
had done in furtherance of Sir Henry Jamea’s election was 
spontaneous, and he showed that his evidence, in the main, 
ight be relied on. Burman gave his evidence in a sin- 
ly candid and apparently truthful manner, shrinking 
from no inquiry, exhibiting evidences of veracity in inci- 
dental matters, and answering questions against himself; so 
that he was either a most truthful witness or a consummate 
actor, and no hint or insinuation was made as to his antece- 
dents. He denied Smith’s_story, and stated that he had 
seen Rollings but rarely during the election, and had not 
employed him directly or indirectly to promote Sir Henry 
James’s election. The case doesnot depend on the veracity 
of Smith and Rollings further than so far as the former 
directly contradicts Burman. I hesitate to decide between 
them, as the statements of Smith directly implicating Burman 
are entirely uncorroborated. Itis enough to say that if I 
believe Burman’s evidence, all agency traeed through him is 
displaced, and I do believe Burman’s evidence, and cannot 
imagine that such unassailable evidence is a piece of accom- 
plished acting; and if it were, he would not be a man likely to 
put himself inthe power of such a man as Smith for a very. 
trifling consideration. With regard to the cases of Turner, 
Stuckey, and Govier, I am inclined to believe Turner, though 
I regret tliat Stuckey and Govier were not called. I consider 
that neither they ror Turner were proved to be agents for 
whose acts the respondent was responsible. Govier was stated 


by Burman to have assisted him as a Volunteer in paying | 


some of the petty cash, but there was no evidence, in my 
judgment, to fix him with agency in prothoting the election, 
even giving a wide latitude to these relations. One other point 
was urged much more in reply than in opening the petitioner’s 
case by Mr. Russell—that the respondent and his agents, by 
having mixed themselves with and availed themselves of the 
aid of the members of the Labour League, were bound by 
their acts as by the acts of agents. I do not find that any 
corrupt acts charged were shown to have been committed 
by the Labour League as a body or any representative of 
theirs, and I am further of opinion that neither the 
respondent nor Burman did more than not interfere with 
persons who were assisting the candidate for reasons of 
their own. Burman, it is true, paid a particular bill, in 
which were some items which had been ordered by the 
Taunton Working-men’s Liberal Association, and I believe 
the statement that he was, up to the time of his cross- 
eXamination, ignorant of having paid them. Iam therefore 
of opinion that the petitioners have failed to proveagency, 
and that Sir Henry James was duly elected, and I shall 
report to that effect tothe Speaker. Mr. Marshall’s position 
was unassailable, but that of Mr. Brannan was open to ob- 
servation with reference to the pecuniary transaction with 
Smith and the £15 paid to Poole. I am not satisfied with 
the way in which the evidence has been gotup. I exonerate 
Mr. Ellis, but no doubt the shortcomings are owing to the 
youth and inexperience of Mr. Blake, who was responsible 
for the petition ; and, considering the matter fully, I am of 
Opinion that there is nothing to take the case out of the 
ordinary rule that coats follow the event and should be paid 
by the petitioners, 





APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr. Jutian Pauncerore, barrister-at-law, has been 
appointed Chief Justice of the Supreme Court of the 
Leward Islands, and has received the honour of knight- 
hood. Mr. Pauncefote was called to the bar in Trinity 
Term, 1852, and has held the position of Attorney-General 
at Hong Kong. 

Mr. J. H. Batrour Browne has been appointed Regis. 
trar tothe Railway Commissioners, in succession to the 
late Mr. Gilmore Evans. Mr. Browne was called to the 
bar at the Middle Temple in Trinity Term, 1870, and is a 
member of the Midland Circuit. 

Mr. F. S. Reitxy, barrister-at-law, has been appointed 
by the Board of Trade to be one of the Commissioners, 
under the Acts relating to the Chartered and Imperial 
Gas Companies respectively, for revising the scale of 
Muminating power and price of the gas sold by those 
companies for the year 1874. The Acts entitle the com- 
panies to have the power and price so fixed that the 
receipts will be likely to produce, for the year, with due 





sr — 
care and management, the maximum authorised rates of 


dividend on the share capitals of the companies. 


Mr. 0. J. Witxinson, barrister-at-law, has been appointed 
Recorder of Rangoon. Mr. Wilkinson was called to the 
bar at the Inner Temple in Michaelmas Term, 1859. 


Mr. Taomas BRoprick, solicitor, of the Close, Salisbury, 
has been appointed District Registrar of her Majesty’g 
Court of Probate at Salisbury, in succession to Mr. Fitz 
herbert Macdonald, who has recently resigned that offica, 
Mr. Brodrick was admitted in 1847. 


Mr. StspHEen Ettis Topp, solicitor, of Beverley, York. 


! shire, has been appointed Clerk to the Charitable Trustees 


of that place, in succession to the late Mr. Henry 
Montgomery. Mr. Todd was admitted in Hilary Term, 
1854. 


Mr. CuartEs ALFRED WOOLLEY, solicitor, Brighton, hag 
been appointed Clerk to the newly-instituted Commis. 
sioners for the district of Hove, adjoining Brighton, at 
salary of £450 per annum. Mr. Woolley was admitted in 
Easter Term, 1856, and formerly practised in London and 
at Lewes. 








OBITUARY. 


MR. WILBERFORCE LEONARD. 


Weregret toannounce the death, on Sunday morning, the 
18th inst., at Malvern, after a long and painful illness, of 
Mr.. Wilberforce Leonard, solicitor, of Bristol. Mr 
Leonard. was the second son of the late Solomon Leonard,” 
Esq., J. P., of Clifton. He was articled to and subsequen 
became a partner with his cousin, Mr. Robert Leon 
jun., solicitor. He afterwards joined the firm of Messrs 
Abbot & Lucas, in Albion-chambers, and since the death of 
Mr. Colston Lucas he has been the only partner of Mr. Alder 
man Abbot. “ There was,” remarksa local journal, “ probably 
no one of the many hardworking and painstaking members 
of the legal profession in Bristol who had a higher reputa- 
tion for industry and energy than the young lawyer now 
removed from amongst us. Until laid aside last year he 
was incessantly at work, and there is too much reason to 
fear that, like his cousin, the late Mr. Winterbotham, his 
devotion to his duties told upon a frame never the strongest. 
In Mr. Leonard the more solid and valuable qualities of 
intellect and varied information were so blended witha 
winsome manner and ready wit as to render him a most 
delightful companion, and his early death will be lamented 
by numbers beyond the immediate circle of his friends, and 
is indeed a loss to the entire city. He leaves a widow, 
daughter of the late Mr. Vallance, of the Redclif Brewery, 
and we believe, four children.” 


MR. WILLIAM RAINES. 


The county court judgeship of the Hull district (Cireuit 
No. 16) has become vacant by the death of William aut 
Esq., who expired at Wyton Hall, his residence, near Hull, 
on the 28th January, the cause of death being gout. The 
deceased judge was the son of the late William Raines, Esq, 
of Wyton, by Fanny, daughter of Marmaduke Brown, Esq 
Mr. Raines was educated at Trinity College, Cambridge, 
but did not graduate. He was called to the Bar at Lincola’s 
Inn in Trinity Term, 1833, and went the Northern Come 
having previously practised as a special pleader. In 1 
he published “ A Letter to the Right Hon, Lord Tenterden, 
Lord Chief Justice of the King’s Bench, on the Bill forte 
tablishing Courts of Local Jurisdiction,” and in 1833, he 
issued “Observations on a Bill intituled the Act for eg 
tablishing Courts of Local Jurisdiction.” In 1864 he wrote 
“Observations on the Highway Act of 1861, and the 
Management of Highways; addressed to the Ratepayers of 
Mido Holderness.” Mr, Raines was appointed judgeof 


the Hull County Courts on the 12th March, 1847, and was 


soon after nominated a deputy-lieutenant and justico of the 

for the East Riding of Yorkshire; he was also 
justice of the poace for the North Riding, and of the parte 
of Holland, in Lincolnshire. = 


The death is announced of Mr. John Aubin, one of tit 
members and eenior judge of the Royal Court of Jersey.” 
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—— 
SOCIETIES AND INSTITUTIONS. 


— 


WORCESTERSHIRE LAW SOCIETY. 


The general annual meeting of the Woreester and Wor- 
eestershire Law Society was held in the Library on 
Thursday, the 22nd day of January, 1874. 

Present —Mvssrs. R. P. Hill (president), Bentley, Hyde, 
egies, Corbett, Crisp, Abell, Allen (hon. sec. ). 

accounts having been audited showed a balance in 
favour of the society of £75 8s. 3d. 

The report of the committee showed that two members, 
Mr. Hyla Holden and Mr. Knipe, had resigned upon their 
retirement from the profession. Three new members, 
namely, Messrs. H. Corbett, and Thompson, of Worcester, 
and Mr. George Coventry, of Upton-on-Severn, had been 
elected members, the total number of present members 
and subscribers being seventy-six, as against seventy-four 
in the preceding year. 

The number of books taken out of the Library up to the 
$lst December last, exclusive of periodicals, was 1,084, 
being a decrease of 108 upon those taken out in 1872. 

The report set out at some length the action of tho 
soiety in reference to the Land Transfer Bill, the Supreme 
Court of Judicature Bill, and other legal measures of the 
past session. 

A memorial to the Lord Chancellor, praying that the 
a Worcester might be made one of the registries 

the provisions of the Judicature Act, was read and 
adopted, and sent to Mr. Baron Amphlett for presentatioy. 

A vote of congratulation to Mr. Baron Amphlett on his 
recent judicial appointment was passed. 

Mr. Martin Curtler was elected President, Mr. S. M. 
Beale, Vice-President, and Mr. Wm. Allen was re-elected 
Honorary Secretary and Treasurer. These gentlemen 
with Messrs. Bentley, Southall, Hyde, Hughes, and Cor- 
bett, form the committee for the present year. 





STATISTICAL SOCIETY OF IRELAND. 
Taish County Courts. 


A meeting of the Statistical Society of Ireland was held 
m Tuesday evening, the Right Hon. Mr. Justice Lawson 
in the chair. 

Mr. Constantine Molloy read a report which he had 
drawn up at the instance of the society “on the applica- 
tion of the principles recommended by the Judicature 
Commission to the Irish County Courts.” He referred to 
the beneficial character of the fusion of law and equity 
accomplished for England by the recent Judicature Act, 
and expressed a hope that the measure would shortly be 
applied to Ireland. -So far as the Irish County Courts 
Were concerned, he thought this improvement very 
Urgently needed. In Scotland in the middle of the last 
century, on the abolition of hereditary jurisdictions, 
County Courts were established under the name of 

iff's Courts, which now possessed a civil jurisdiction of a 
Very complete and extensive nature. The Irish County 
were established by a statute of the Irish 
Parliament towards the close of the last century, 
beforo similar courts were established in Eng- 

; but the English County Courts had an extensive 
iction in small cases, while the Irish ones experienced 
Syery slow improvement. Unfavourable as the contrast 
ai present was between the English and the Irish County 
, it would shortly become still more marked when 

the appointed time should have arrived for applying to all 
Matters within tho cognizance of the English County 
the new and enlightened rules of law enacted by the 
Judicature Act of last seasion. Mr. Molloy briefly detailed 
the different jurisdictions of the English and Irish County 
and argued that in many cases injustice was the 

Tesult of the unsatisfactory position now occupied by the 
ish County Courts in being able to deal with criminal, 
Fe unablo to entertain some collateral civil cases. In 
lusion Mr. Molloy suggested that tho Irish Coanty 
should have a similar jurisdiction conferred on them 

fo that which the English County Courts possess at pre- 
Sent, with the addition of the fusion of the principles of 
and equity, and that the Scotch law, requiring the 


Office, to be in constant attendance on the superior courts, 
should be extended to Ireland. 

A discussion ensued, in which Mr. M‘Donnell, barrister, 
Mr. Littledale, solicitor, Mr. W. Short, barrrister, and 
other gentlemen took part. The proposals of Mr. Molloy 
were generally supported; and suggestions were made that 
the County Couris ought to sit once in every month. 








PRIVATE BILLS IN PARLIAMENT. 


On Tuesday the Examiners found the standing orders 
duly complied with in the following cases, viz.—Southamp- 
ton Docks, Truro and Perran Mineral Railway, London 
Central Railway, Temple Mineral Railway, Harrow and 
Rickmansworth Railway, Frome Markets, Truro Water, 
Thames Valley Drainage Amendment, Falmouth Docks, 
Plymouth, Stonehouse, and Devonport Tramways, Edin- 
burgh Street Tramways, Burry Port and Gwendreath Valley 
Railway, Hammersmith Extension and Metropolitan Diss 
trict Railway Companies, Dublin General Cemetery, Belfast 
Corporation Gas, Bala and Dolgelly Railway, South Wales 
Mineral Railway, Great Western Railway, Swansea Harbour, 
Crystal Palace and South London Junction Railway (No. 1), 
Crystal Palace and South London Junction Railway ag. a 
Brighton and Devil’s Dyke Railway (No. 1), Mersey Rail- 
way (No. 1), Brinore Tramroad, Dublin: Port and City 
Railway, and Exe Valley Railway (South). The standing 
orders will be reported not complied with in respect of the 
Brading Harbour Improvement Railway and Works, and 
Bolton-le-Sands, Warton, and Silverdale Reclamation—in 
the former because the deposited plan of the work being a 
photograph, the limitation line was not properly defined, 
and could not be correctly distinguished or pointed out. 
On Wednesday the following passed the standing order stage, 
viz., London, Brighton, and South Coast Railway, Wolver- 
hampton and Walsall Railway, Breewood and Wolverhamp- 
ton Railway, Dee River Conservancy, Glasgow (City) Union 
Railway, Wexford Harbour Commissioners, Midland and 
Swansea Vale Railways, Midland and Hereford, Hay and 
. Brecon Railways, Midland Great Western Rail way of Ireland, 
London, Chatham, and Dover Railway, Callander and Oban 
Railway, Crystal Palace High Level Railway, Forth Bridge 
Railway, Rowrah and Kelton Fell Mineral Railway, 
' London, Tilbury, and Southend Railway, Railway Passen- 
gers’ Luggage Insurance and Express Delivery Company, 
Dublin Metropolitan Junction Railways, Tunbridge Wells 
Gas, London and South Western Railway (various powers), 
Glasgow and South Western Railway, Wakefield Water, 
Middlesbrough Extension and Improvement, Nettlebridge 
Valley Raifway, Newent Railway, Bodmin and Wadebridge 
Railway, Great Southern of India and Carnatic Railway 
Companies, and Metropolitan Inner Circle Completion, and 
Eastern Extension Railway. The standing orders were not 
complied with in the Lofthouse and Liverton Gas and Shipley 
Local Board of Health eases.— Daily News. 





THE RETIREMENT OF SIR SAMUEL MARTIN. 

On Monday last the Court of Exchequer was crowded 
with members of the bar and others who had assembled to 
witness the farewell of the judge who has so long occupied 
a seat in that court. The inner bar was largely represented, 
and there were many ladies among the spectators. 

Sir Samuel Martin was accompanied to the bench by 
the Chief Justice of England, the Lord Chief Baron, 
Baron Pigott, Mr. Justice Mellor, Mr. Justice Lush, and 
Baron Cleasby. 

The Attorney-General said :—My Lords,—I have to ask 
your permission to address a few words to Mr. Baron 
Martin. Baron Martin, my brethren of the bar have 
gathered hero to-day; they have come, not because a 
Baron of this Court is about to quit it—not because the 
senior member of the judicial bench is about to leave it— 
they are here to bear testimony to a public life of great 
value and virtue, and to show their estimation of mach 
personal worth. A quarter of a century has passed and 
gono since you first sat upon the bench. Those who were 
your associates at the bar have for the most part 
away. Some there are who still remain, They are here 
to-day mingling with the juniors of this term’s creation, 
and from one and all, from all within that range, comes 








the coneurrent testimony I now place before you. My 
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Lord, they have recognised in you a judge who has so read 
and administered the law that justice has ever been done. 
They have seen you guided by a single-minded purpose, 
which caused you, careless alike of who was suitor or who 
was advocate, ever to be led to a right determination. 
Whether we have guided or refleeted public opinion, our 
profession and the public have united with us in a sure 
and certain confidence that no object or end was your's 
but to administer true and substantial justice. My Lord, 
it would be false flattery to say that you were a judge 
without faults; but when we saw them we ever traced 
them to the canse that you were too prone to lead mercy 
to that seat on which justice alone should be seen, and thur, 
knowing as we did the goodness of your heart, believe me, 
my Lord, that with us, if ever error there has been in our 
bearing towards you, it was because in the appreciation of 
the man we almost forgot our consideration for the judge. 
Years, my Lord, have brought the time of retirement to 
you. We are told that time has come upon you with regret, 
and that with memory and mind still unimpaired you would 
seek to linger in public life. Believe me, my Lord, that 
we fully share that regret with you. The choice has been 
your own, and we can do no more than follow you into 
that retirement with earnest hopes and wishes. My Lord, 
these are our words of farewell to you. We earnestly 
trust that in that retirement you will be sustained by 
being able to reflect upon a long life of public service and 
of private good, and may you also have secared to you 
that happiness which good men earn, and which we pray, 
my Lerd, may be given to you. And now, my Lord, we 
bid you farewell. 

Sir Samuel Martin said in reply, with much emotion :— 
Mr. Attorney-General, I should be more or less than a mar 
if I did not feel most deeply grateful for the very great 
honour you have done me, I have been for upwards of 
forty years publicly engaged in the practice and adminis- 
tration of the law ; and open to the observation of all. The 
remembrance that the bar of England should have done me 
the honour upon my retirement—a retirement which has 
been forced upon me by a visitation of Providence—which 
you have just done me, will remain to the last hour of my 
life a source of pride and gratification to me, and should 
be a source of pride and gratification to my descendants to 
the most remote posterity, for it isan honour which the 
wealth of the world could not purchase. [Sir Samuel here 
was overcome by emotion, and added.) I have only to 
wish you all success and happiness, and bid you farewell. 

The judges then bade Sir Samnel farewell, and he re- 
tired from the bench. 





LEGAL ITEMS. 


The Master of the Rolls has appointed this day (Satur- 
day) to swear in solicitors. 

The Daily Telegraph says that Sir Samuel Martin is to 
be made a Privy Councillor. 

The daily journals have annonnced that Mr. A. Cohen is 
to be made a Queen’s Counsel next week. 


Baron Amphlett has appointed as his chamber clerk Mr. 
Bower, formerly chamber clerk to the late Chief Justice 
Bovill. 

It is stated that Sir James Colvile, the senior judge of 
the Judicial Committee, has been suffering from an attack 
of measles. 

A provincial journal has discovered that there are tbirty- 
five applications to the Lord Chancellor for silk, the largest 
number ever known. 

Mr. Baron Amphlett was sworn in on Saturday, received 
the honour of knighthood on Monday, and took his seat op 
the bench on Tuesday. 

On Wednesday, in pursuance of the decision reported in 
another column, there was drawn up, at the Common Pleas 
Office, a rule for the return of the £1,000 deposited for costs 
on the petition filed against Mr. Mills with reference to the 
Exeter election. f 

Mr. Gladstone's letter to Mr. Winterbotham, brother of 
the late member for Stroud, condoling with him on the death 
of his accomplished relative, says the London correspondent 
of the Western Morning News, is written in the warmest 


terms of praise and regret, Mr. Gladstone expresses a very 





high opinion of what the future of this promisin 
a would have been. oo 

The Master of the Rolls has directed that certain sum, 
monses hitherto heard by the Chief Clerks shall be now 
taken by the Junior Clerks. It is expected that the same 
regulations will be adopted in the chambers of the thre 
Vice-Chancellors. 

It was notified by the Examiners of Private Bills on 
Monday that all cases will be taken in their regular order 
until Tuesday, the 2nd of February ; but any that may stand 
postponed beyond that day will not be considered until the 
6th March, to which day the sittings of the examiners yil] 
be adjourned. 

At tne annual meeting of the Arbitration Board of the 
Tin Trade, held at Darlington, it was stated that three 
meetings of the Arbitration Board were held last year to 
deal with the wages question, Mr. Rupert A. Kettle, coun’ 
court judge, acting as absolute arbitrator. Mr. Kettle 
visited the districts several times at: considerable expense to 
himself, but he had refused to accept 100 guineas. A rego. 
lution was passed thanking Mr. Kettle, and hoping that he 
might receive some public acknowledgment of the 
assistance he had rendered to the cause of arbitration. 


The following Circuits have been announced :—Mid 
—Archibald, J., and Pollock, B. Warwick, Wednesday, 
25th February ; Derby, Tuesday, 3rd March ; Nottingaay 
Saturday, 7th March; Lincoln, Saturday, 14th March; 
York, Friday, 20th March ; Leeds, Thursday, 26th March, 
Oxford—Lord Coleridge, C.J., and Cleasby, B. Reading, 
Friday, 27th February; Oxford, Monday, 2nd March; 
Worcester, Saturday, 7th; Stafford, Thursday, 12th; 
Shrewsbury, Thursday, 19th ; Hereford, Tuesday, 24th; 
Monmouth, 27th March; Gloucester, Wednesday, Ist 
April. Home—Kelly, C.B., and Lush, J.; Hertford, 
Monday, March, 2nd ; Chelmsford, Thursday, March 5th; 
Maidstone, Monday, March 9th; Lewes, Monday, March 
16th ; Kingston, Monday, March 23rd. 


Preparations are being made for filling up the vacancy in 
the Chief Clerkship to the Lord Mayor. The office isin 
the gift of the Aldermen, and as we mentioned last 
week, they have referred the subject to their General 
Purposes Committee to inquire into the duties and emolu- 
ments of the office. The next meeting of the Aldermen will 
be on Tuesday week, and a report from the committee on 
the subject will probably be then presented. It is under 
stood, says the Zimes, that the office has not been vacated 
more than thrice during the last half century—once on the 
retirement or death of Mr. Francis Hobler, a noted Chief 
Clerk ; again, on tke retirement, in 1865, on a handsome 
pension, of Mr. Samuel Goodman, who is still living ; and 
now on the death of Mr. Oke, who had held it nearly nine 
years, having previously filled the office of assistant clerk 
during ten years. It is stated that the duties of chief clerk, 
in conjunction with those of cashier, are in the meantime 
being discharged by Mr. T. Holmes Gore, 

Sir James Stephen has been succeeded in the Chief Justice 
ship of New South Wales by Sir James Martin, the leader 
of the opposition in the Legislative Assembly. On the new 
judge taking his seat an address was delivered by the 
Solicitor-General. In the course of his reply Sir James 
Martin said—‘‘ Twenty-eight years ago I was admitted am 
attorney of this Court—seventcen years ago I was called to 
its bar. Being appointed now to preside over it, I cannot quit 
the ranks of my old associates without referring to 
kindly feeling which has for so many years subsisted be- 
tween us. To the solicitors, my earlier companions in the 
practice of the law, as well as to the members of the bar, 
acknowledgments are due for their long-continued 
opinion and support. With the latter, of whom it was 
privilege to be for nearly seven years the official h 
maintained, through many contests calculated to try the 
temper, an understanding upon which I can now look 
with satisfaction. 


“ Another Firm of Solicitors,” writing to the Times, say: 
—“ We applied on the 15th of July last at the office of one 
of the Taxing Masters in Chancery for an appointment 
tax some bills of costs in a suit, and were told that the 
office was quite full, and that there was no chance ofob' 
an appointment before the Long Vacation, which turned ; 
to be the case. On tne 3rd of November we again 4 
and obtained an appointment for the 3rd of December, 
the earliest day that could be had, the arrears left at the 
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dosing of the office for the Long Vacation being so large. 
A considerable loss was occasioned to our clients by this 
delay. We make no complaint against the taxing master or 
hisclerks ; they, as well as all the departments of the Court 
of Chancery, are underhanded. The business of the Court 
of Chancery would, in our opinion, be largely increased if 
facilities were given for the transaction of the work in a 
reasonable time. It is impossible to make clients under- 
‘stand the cause of these vexatious delays, which occur in 
every department of the Court.” 













At the rooms of the Social Science Association, London, 
on Monday evening, Mr. Rupert Kettle read a paper on 
the law of conspiracy, as affecting the relations of 
employers and employed. Mr. Fitzjames Stephan, Q.C. 

ided. Mr. Kettle pointed out that the development of 
new ideas and circumstances in relation to trade 
necessitated a modification of the law. He endorsed the 
opinion of Mr. Frederick Harrison and other authorities 
that the doctrine of the common law, whereby it is pre- 
gamed that all combinations whether of workmen or 
employers are unlawful, or, according to some authorities, 
punishable as conspiracy, is a doctrine which should be 
unequivocally rescinded. He was content to leave the 
question of proof of intention to conspire on its present 
basis. He disapproved of the proposition to improve the 
laws applying to conspiracy by a code. A discussion 
followed the reading of the paper; and the chairman 
repeated the views he has frequently expressed in favour 
ofa codification of the law as the only effective remedy 
for the existing legal difficulties. 




















The Parliament which has now passed into the region of 
history is, says the Times, the eighth Parliament which has 
been assembled under the reign of her Majesty, and the 
tenth since the passing of the first Reform Bill. The Parlia. 
ment which was sitting at the death of William IV., in June, 
1837, came to an end in the following month by the demise 
of the Crown, and the new Parliament elected in 
August, which met in November of that year, was 
dissolved in June, 1841, having Jasted four years. Her 
Majesty’s second Parliament, elected in August, 1841, was 
dissolved in July, 1847, having lasted nearly six years. Her 
third Parliament, which met in November of the same 
year, was dissolved in July, 1852, having lasted about four 
years and three quarters. The fourth Parliament of her 
Majesty met in November, 1852, and was dissolved in 
March, 1857, having lasted four years and a half. The 
fifth Parliament of her Majesty was the briefest in its dura- 
tion, having met in April, 1857, and having been dissolved 
inthe spring of 1859, after a life of little more than two 
years’ duration. The next Parliament, which assembled in 
April, 1859, lasted six years, being dissolved early in 1865 ; 
and her Majesty’s seventh Parliament, the immediate prede- 
cessor of the present one, lasted from the spring of 1865 to 
the autumn of 1868, about three years andahalf. The 
late Parliament was elected in November and December 1868, 
andhence has enjoyed an existence of a little over five 
years. Consequently it has lived longer than any of its 

ecessors, except only those of 1841-47 and 1859-65. 

her Majesty has now reigned for nearly thirty-seven 
years, it will be seen upon an easy calculation that the 
average duration of the Parliaments which have been 
assembled at Westminster under Queen Victoria has been 
alittle over four years and a half. 






































LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 


CALLS TO THE BAR. 

Lixcoty’s Inn.—William Henry Gurney Salter, Univer- 
sity of London ; James Sutherland Cotton, B.A. Oxford, Fel- 
low of Queen’s College ; Francis William Buxton, M.A. Cam- 
bridge ; Stephen Ashlock Bennett, B.A. Oxford; Charles 
t Edwards, Charles Frederick Lumb, B.A. and 
ULM. Cambridge ; Henry Charles Roper, B.A. Oxford ; 

les Crawley, B.A. ‘Cambridge ; Christopher Robert 
ton, B.A. Cambridge; Arthur Yates, University of 
mn; John Gaskell Walker Sykes, LL.B. London; 
m Cowell Davies, B.A. Cambridge ; Walter Augustus 
d aile, B.A. Cambridge; Arthur Clement Eddis, B.A. 
Cambridge ; Harold Thomas, Charoo Chunder Datt, B.A. 





















and B.L. Calcutta University ; Joseph Gundry Alexander, 
University of London; Samuel Stephens, ; Joseph John 
Frost Hale, St. John’s College, Cambridge ; Forbes Ernest 
Hallett; Edward Carter, M.A. Cambridge ; Johnston 
Watson, M.A. Aberdeen; John Tweedie, University of 
Edinburgh and of Her Majesty’s Indian Civil Service ; 

Henry Charles Creighton Wood, ; Alfred Nundy, Univer. 
sity of Calcutta; and Fendall Currie of Her Majesty’s 

Indian Service, Esqs. 

MipptE Tempre.—Thomas Chrysostom O'Mara, of the 
University of London, B.A ; John Skilbeck Wood, of Christ 
Church, Oxford; William Harmood Cochran, of Exeter 
College, Oxford, B.A.; Oliver Beevor, Christopher 
Cavanagh, of the University of London, B.A. ; Isaac Cowley 
Lambert, of Trinity College, Cambridge, B.A.; John de 
Soyres, of Gonville and Caius College, Cambridge; Frederick 
James Ladbury, of St John’s College, Cambridge, B.A.; 
Keyes 0’Clery, of Trinity College, Dublin ; Thomas Edward 
Crispe, William Jameson Soulsby, Associate of King’s 
College, London; Ernest Clifford, Evan Evans Francis 
Griffiths, of the University of London; John Robertson 
Sheddon Miller, of Edinburgh University, M.A.; Henry 
Vansittart, Esqs. 

Inner TemMPLe.—James William Wilson, the Hon. William 
Ashburnham, B.A. Cambridge ; James Murray Bannerman, 
B.A. Oxford ; Charles Topham Naylor, B.A. LL.B. Cam- 
bridge; John Walter Buchanan Riddell, B.A. Oxford ; 
Christopher Rawlinson, B.A. Cambridge; Samuel Henry 
Romilly, B.A. Cambridge; Tom Hart, B.A. Cambridge; 
David Henry Wilson, M.A. LL.M. Cambridge; Tonman 
Mosley, B.A. Oxford; James Bucknell Broaimead, B.A. 
Cambridge ; Thomas Parkin, M.A. Cambridge; William 
Sheepshanks, B.A. Cambridge ; Harmer Steele, B.A. Cam- 
bridge ; William Hurle Harrison, M.A. Oxford; Henry 
Brockholes Thomas, M.A. Cambridge; Henry Pearson 
Banks, B.A. Cambridge; Charles John Darling, Thomas 
Colpitts Granger, Walter Henry Macnamara, Thomas 
Arthur Nash, B.A. Oxford ; Arthur A. Stewart Reid, B.A. 
Cambridge; Henry Denman Macaulay, Lieut. R.N.; and 
Raj Kissen Sen, B.A. Calcutta, Esqs. 

Gray’s Inn.—James Mulligan, M.A. Queen’s University’ 
Ireland, certificate of honour Michaelmas Term, 1872; 
exhibitioner Trinity Term, 1873; Lee prizeman 1873, of 
Annaclone, county Down, Ireland ; Thomas Joseph Green- 
field, of Bath-house, Lewisham, Kent; Benjamin Lewis 
Mosely, LL.B. of the London University, Esqs.; the Hon. 
Arthur Romilly, B.A., Trinity College, Cambridge, fourth 
son of the Right Hon. Lord Romilly, lately the Master of 
the Rolls, and one of the Masters of the Bench of this 
Society. 





UNIVERSITY OF LONDON, 1874. 
First LL.B. Examination. 
Examination for Honours.*—Jurisprudence and Roman Law. 
First Class. 
Serrell, George, M.A. (Exhibition).—Private study. 
Spokes, Arthur Hewett, B.A.— University College. 
Second Class. 
Taylor, Robert William, B.A.—University College. 
Phillips, Walter Ross.—Wesley College. 
Third Class. 
Baxter, William.—Law Sch., Trinity Coll. Dublin. 
Beaston, Joseph.—Private study. 
{ Clarke, Fielding.—Private study. 
Rook, Walter Newell.—Private study. 
Wilson, William Henry Charles.—Private tuition. 
Dean, Edmund.—Private study. 
Hart, Abraham Lionel.—Private study. 
{ trapaell, Henry Caleb.—Private tuition and study. 
Paice, Charles.—Private study. 
Srconp LL.B, EXAMINATION. 
Examination for Honours.—Common Law and Equity. 
First Class. 
Lubbock, Edgar (Scholarship).—Private atudy. 
Third Class. 


Jones, David Brynmér.—University College. 
Radford, George Heynes.—Private study. 

LL.D, ExaMtnation, 
Grece, Clair James.—Private study. 





* For pass list see ane p. 209. 
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COURT PAPERS. 


HIGH COURT OF CHANCERY. 
Sittings After Hilary Term, 1874. 
Rota oF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 


Vv. C. Vv. C. 
MAatins, Bacon. 


RIT o | 


CERTIFICATES 
OF Sale 
AND TRANSFER, 


v. Cc, 
HAtt. 


Lorps 
JUSTICES. 


MASTER OF 
THE ROLLS, 


Lorp 


Date. CHANCELLOR. 


7ru WEEK. 


Monday, Feb. 2 Mr. Latham Mr. Colville Mr. Rogers 
3 


Tuesday 
Wednesday... 4 
Thursday ... 
Friday 
Saturday 


8TH WEEK. 
Monday ..... 9 
Tuesday 
Wednesday.,.11 
Thursday .,..12 
Friday 
Saturday 14 


Wednesday...18 
Thursday 
Friday 


llth Werx. 
Monday, Mar, 2 
Tuesday 3 
Wednesday... 4 
Thursday ... 
Friday 
Saturday 


127TH WEEK. 


Wednesday...11 
Thursday ...12 
Friday 

Saturday..... 14 


1st WEEK. 
Monday 
Tuesday ......17 
Wednesday...18 
Thursday 
Friday 
Saturday 


Wednesday...25 
Thursday ...26 
Friday 
Saturday 


3ep WEEK. 


Wednusd, Apl. 1 


Leach 
Latham 
Leach 
Latham 
Leach 


Colville 
Merivale 
Colville 
Merivale 
Colville 
Merivale 


Disraeli 
Milne 
Disraeli 
Milne 
Disraeli 
Milne 


Rogers 
King 
Rogers 
King 
Rogers 
King 


Holdship 
Farrer 
Holdship 
Farrer 
Holdship 
Farrer 


Ward 
Teesdale 
Ward 
Teesdale 
Ward 
Teesdale 


Leach 
Latham 
Leach 
Latham 
Leach 
Latham 


Merivale 
Colville 
Merivale 
Colville 
Merivale 
Colville 


Milne 
Disraeli 
Milne 


Merivale 
Colville 
Merivale 
Colville 
Merivale 


Disraeli 
Milne 
Disraeli 
Milne 
Disraeli 
Milne 


King 
Rogers 
King 
Rogers 
King 
Rogers 


Farrer 
Holdship 
Farrer 
Holdship 
Farrer 
Holdship 


Teesdale 
Ward 
Teesdale 
Ward 
Teesdale 
Ward 


Latham 
Leach 
Latham 
Leach 
Latham 
Leach 


Merivale 
Colville 
Merivale 
Colville 
Merivale 
Colville 


Milne 
Disraeli 
Milne 
Disraeli 
Milne 
Disraeli 


Rogers 
King 
Rogers 


King 
Rogers 
King 
Rogers 
King 


Holdship 
Farrer 
Holdship 
Farrer 
Holdship 
Farrer 


Teesdale 


Colville 
Merivale 
Colville 
Merivale 
Colville 
Merivale 


Disraeli 
Milne 
Disraeli 
Milne 
Disraeli 
Milne 


King 
Rogers 
King 
Rogers 
King 
Rogers 


Farrer 
Holdship 
Farrer 
Holdship 
Farrer 
Holdship 


Ward 
Teesdale 
Ward 


nN cle 


Mr. Holdship Mr. 


Farrer 
Holdship 
Farrer 
Holdship 
Farrer 


Ward 
Teesdale 
Ward 
Teesdale 
Ward 
Teesdale 


Leach 
Latham 
Leach 
Latham 
Leach 
Latham 


Merivale 
Colville 
Merivale 
Colville 
Merivale 
Colville 


Milne 
Disraeli 
Milne 
Disraeli 
Milne 
Disraeli 


Rogers 
King 
Rogers 
King 
Rogers 
King 


Farrer 
Holdship 
Farrer 
Holdship 
Farrer 


Holdship 


Teesdale 
Ward 
Teesdale 
Ward 
Teesdale 
Ward 


Latham 
Leach 
Latham 


Ward 
Teesdale 
Ward 
Teesdale 
Ward 
Teesdale 


Leach 
Latham 
Leach 
Latham 
Leach 
Latham 


Merivale 
Colville 
Merivale 
Colville 
Merivale 
Colville 


Milne 
Disraeli 
Milne 
Disraeli 
Milne 
Disraeli 


Rogers 
King 
Rogers 
King 
Rogers 
King 


Farrer 
Holdship 
Farrer 
Holdship 
Farrer 
Holdship 


Teesdale 
Ward 
Teesdale 
Ward 
Teesdale 
Ward 


Latham 
Leach 
Latham 
Leach 
Latham 
Leach 


Colville 
Merilane 
Colville 


Mr. Disraeli 


Milne 
Disraeli 
Milne 
Disraeli 
Milne 


King 
Rogers 
King 
Rogers 
King 
Rogers 


Farrer 
Holdship 
Farrer 
Holdship 
Farrer 


Holdship ~ 


Teesdale 
Ward 
Teesdale 
Ward 
Teesdale 
Ward 


Latham 
Leach 
Latham 
Leach 
Latham 
Leach 


Merivale 
Colville 
Merivale 
Colville 
Merivale 
Colville 


Milne 
Disraeli 
Milne 
Disraeli 
Milne 
Disraeli 


Rogers 
King 
Rogers 
King 
Rogers 
King 


Holdship 
Farrer 
Holdship 


Mr. Leach 


Colville — 
Milne 
Rogers 
Farrer 
Ward 


Merivale 
Disraeli 
Rogers 
Holdship 
Teesdale 
Leach 


Milne 
ing 

Holdship 

Teesdale 


Latham 
Merivale 


King 
Farrer 
Ward 
Latham 
Colville 
Milne 


Farrer 
Teesdale 
Leach 
Colville 
Disraeli - 
Rogers 


Teesdale 
Latham 
Colville - 
Disraeli 
King 
Farrer 


Latham — 
Merivale 
Disraeli - 
King. 
Holdship © 
Teesdale 
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Notice, 
Qn and after the 30th day of January, 1874, petitions 
ted for the winding up of any company, and marked 
Ee the court of the Vice-Chancellor Malins, and on which the 
company appears to consent, will be taken as unopposed 


petitions. 
*Registrars’ Office, Jan, 24, 


R. H. Leacu, Registrar. 
1874, 


j Oxprr or Court. 

Whereas, by the 5th of the Consolidated Orders of the 
High Court of Chancery, rule 4, article 1, it is provided 
that the Easter Vacation is to commence and terminate 
on such days as the Lord Chancellor shall every year 


jally direct : 


Now I do hereby order that the Baster 


Vacation for the present year shall commence on Thurs- 
day, the 2nd day of April next, and terminate on Saturday, 
the 11th day of April next, both days inclusive, and that 
thisorder be entered and set up in the several offices of 


this Court. 
Friday, January 16, 1874. 


SELBorne C. 


Sirrmves arrer Hinary Tex, 1874. 


LORD CHANCELLOR. 
Lincoln’s Inn, 


Tuniey.---10 } APPEAs 


App. mtns. Petns, 
Wednesday .21 { {PP mt 
Thursday ..12 


-18..App.mtns. & apps. 


19 
20 
21 > Appeals. 
Monda} 23 
. Toesday....24 
Wednesday .25..App.mtns, & apps. 
Thursday ..26 
Friday ....27 
Appeals. 


Yo. 


yo 
Saturday ..28 
Monday, Mar 2 
Toesday.... 3. 
Wednesday, 4..App.mtns, & apps 
5 
6 


{ec 
+16 
ol? 
ayl8,.App.mtns.& apps, 
Thursday .19 


-20 
y ..21 > Appeals. 
y ..23 


y 


«24 
lay25..App.mtns. & apps. 
Thursday. .26.. Appeals. 
Nore.—Such days as his Lordship 
Mall be engaged in the House 
Of Lords are excepted. 


LORDS JUSTICES. 
Lincoln’s Inn, 


; feat 10) Appeals. 

E y..11.. App. mtns, & apps. 
Thursday ..12.. Appeals. 

; +oo013,.BKt, apps, & apps. 


rs Petitos. in lunacy 
 Aetariay «14 ie app. petns, 


; oo eel6 
aren 
i y .18.. App. mtns. & apps. 


y ..19.. Appeals. 

a aoe aun. Sam. 
Bs etns. in lunacy 
| Baturday ..21 Speen 
he we} Appeals. 

y .25.. App.mtns, & apps. 
y ..26.. Appeals. 
soeedT. Be gy apps. 
etitns. in lunacy 
Mibarday ..28 and appl. petns, 
ys 3 Appeals 

lay. 4.. App.mtns, & apps 
y .. 5..Appeals, 

«+e. 6,,.Bkt. apps. & apps. 


Batrday 7 { Petites & lanscy 
| *rr10} Appeals 


Wednesday .11.. App.mtns.& apps. 

Thursday ..12.. Appeals, - 

Friday cme apps. & apps. 
etitns. in lunacy 

nau ° = { & appl. petns. 

onday.... 

Tuesday ..17 } Appeals. 

Wednesday.18..App.mtns.& apps. 

Thursday ..19.. Appeals. 

Friday ....20..Bkt. apps. & apps: 


Saturday ..21 — in lunacy 


appl. petns. 
Monday....23 
Tuesday ie Appeals. 
Wednesday.25..App.mtns, & apps 
Thursday. .26,, Appeals. 


Nore.—The days (if any) on 
which the Lords Justices shall 
be sitting with the Lord Chan- 
cellor in the Full Court of Appeal, 
orinthe Judicial Committee of 
the Privy Council, are excepted. 


MASTER OF THE ROLLS. 
Chancery Lane. 
The First Seal .— 
Monday Feb. 94 Motions, further 
cons. and gen. pa. 
Tuesday....10 


Wednesday..11 
Thursday ..1 i General paper. 


Friday ....13 
Ptns., sht. caus. 
Saturday ..l44 adj, sums., and 
general paper. 
Monday ....16 { Parther cons. & 


gen. pa. 
een Aad 7 } General paper. 
The Second Seal.— 
Thursday ..19 { ne yn 
Friday......20,. General paper. 
Petns., sht causes, 
adj. sums,, & gen. 
Furth & 
Monday ....23 } om. vod om. 
Tuesday....24 
Redne 2  e 
Thursday ..26 { ent aoe on 
Friday......27..General paper. 
Petns., sht. caus., 
Saturday ..28 (adj, sums., & gen. 


Saturday ..21 


Further cons, & 
gen. pa. 
Wednesday . a} a sy ; 

1¢@ Four eal. 
Thursday .. 5) _vtins, &gen.pa. 
Friday...... 6,.General paper, 

Petns., sht. caus., 

Saturdry 


Monday Mar 2 { 
Tuesday .. 3 


e+ 72 adj. sumns,, and 
gen. pa. 
Monday... 9 gy cons, & gen. 
Tuesday....10 
Wolveday 114 omg 
Thursday ..12 Meee & eas 
Friday......13..General paper. 
Petns, sht. caus., 
Saturday wt fad sumns., &, 





gen. pa. 
Monday ....16 me eens, SEMA. 





Tuesday ....17 
Wed -» Prag $ ints neni 
The Sixth Seal,— 
Thursday ..19 { Eonar pag 
Friday*+--++-20..Genera! paper. 
Petns, sht. caus. 
Saturday ..21 {ais sumns., & 
gen. gsumns. 
Monday ....23 oa & gen. 
Tuesday....24 { The Seventh Seal. 


Weteies Mtns & gen. pa. 
nesday ,.25 
Tharciey’. 6 } General paper. 


N.B.—Unopposed petitions must be 
presented and copies left with the 
Secretary, on or before the 
Thursday preceding the Saturday 
on which it is intended they 
should be heard ; and any causes 
intended to be heard as short 
causes must be so marked at 
least one clear day before the 
same can be put in the paper to 
be so heard, and the necessary 
papers left in Court with the 
Judge's Officer the day before 
the cause comes into the paper. 


V. C. Str RICHARD MALINS. 
Lincoln’s Inn. 


The First Seal.— 
Monday,Feb. 94 Motions, farther 
cons. and gen, pa 


Tuesday....19 
Beteestag 1 General paper. 
Thursday .. 
Friday vesel,, Retna & gen. pa. 
ort causes, adj. 
Saturday ..14 sums., & gen. pa. 
Monday ....16 peta cone. 
Tuesday ....17 
Wei 
Thursday ..19 { Motns. & gen. pa. 
Friday ....20..Ptns. & Gen. ~ 
Saturday ..21 {Shi uses, adi 
Monday ....23 cen vee cons. & 
Tuesday ....24 
Wednesday .25 } — 
Thursday «+26 { Mtns, & gen. papr. 
Friday ....27. tg & gen. pa. 
ss Sht. causes, adj* 
Saturday ..28 pond & gen. pi. 
County Ct. apps. 
Monday, Mar. 2 pana — & 
Tuesday ---- 3} General paper. 
eee: my hs Fourth Seal.— 
Thureday «. Mtns. & gen. pa. 
Friday...... 6 Petns & gen. pa. 
8 a ; Sht. caus. adj. 
aturday.... sumns., & gen pa. 
Monday .... 9 { a Cons, & gen. 
Tuesday ....10 
Wednesday 11} sent en. 
Tharsday ..12 Mtns. & gen. pa. 
Friday......13..Petns & gen. i 
Sht. Caus. lo 
Saturday ..14 sumns., &gen.pa. 
Monday ....16 ia & gen. 
Tuesday ....17 
accrual ye 
Thursday ..19 Mens. & gen. pa. 
Friday......20..Petns. & gen. pa. 
9 Sht. canses, ad, 
Saturday ..21 sumns., & gen pa, 
County Ct. Ap- 
Monday ....23 op = cons., 
& gen. pa. 
The Seventh Seal. 
Tuesday....24 —Mutns. & gen pa. 
Wednesday 25 .. 
Thursday ..26 { General ~— 


N.B.—Any causes intended to be 
heard as short causes must be 
80 ked at least one clear day 

the same can be put in the 
paper to be so heard, and the 
necessary papers left in Court 
with the Judge’s Officer the day 
before the cause comes into the 


paper. 





V. C. Sin JAMES BACON, 
Lincoln’s Inn. 
MondayFeb. 9..In Bankruptcy. 


The First Seal. 
Tassdey ----10 ieee & adj.sum s 
Wednesday .11 


Thursday ..1 ¥ cone paper. 


2 
Friday ....13 
Saturday ..14 poe = — ¥ 
Monday ....16..In Bankruptcy, 
Tuesday....17 
Wednesday ie} NE ees 

e Second _ 

Thursday ..19 } sttns, & adj. sums. 
Friday ....20..General paper. 
Saturday ..21 {> aaa 
Monday ....23..In Bankruptcy. 
Tuesday....24 } General paper. 


Wednesday .25 anges eit 
he Third Seal.— 
Thursday ..26 { Mts., & adj. sums. 
Friday ....27..General paper, 
9g § Petns., sht. caus. 
Saturday ..28 & general paper 
ae ge 2..In Bankruptey. 
uesday.... 3 
Wednesday . a} ao e od 
The FourthSeal.— 
Thursday .. 5} Mtns, & gen. pa. 
Friday .... 6..General paper. 
Saturday .. 7 ‘tae = ae. 
Monday .... 9..In Bankruptcy. 
Tuesday ut Geaeral paper. 


Wednesday .1 sue Wits tad 
‘ e Fifth Seal.— 
Thursday ..12 { Sites. & adj. sums 
Friday ....13 na 
Petns, sht, causes, 
Saturday ..14 { & gen. pa. 
Monday ....16..In bankruptcy. 
Tuesday ....17 
Wednesday..18 } beg ed 
e Sixt _ 
Thursday ..19 { Mtns & adj. sms. 
Friday ....20..General paper. 
Saturday ..21 { coms Cause.» 
Monday ....23..In Bankruptcy. 
i The Seventh Seal, 
Tuesday....24 Mtns. & adj. sms, 
Wednesday 25 


Thursday 3h General paper. 


N.B.—Any causes intended to be 
heard as short causes must be so 
marked at least one clear day bee 
fore the same can be put in the 
paper to be so heard, and the 
necessary papers left-in Court 
with the Judge’s Officer the day 
before the cause comes into the 


paper. 
V.C. Sir CHARLES HALL. 
Lincoln’s Inn. 


The First Seal.— 
Monday, Fed. 9} yrins. & gen. pa. 
Tuesday ....10 


Wednesday ..11 t General paper. 
Thursday ..12 


Friday ....13 


Saturday ..14 


Monday ....16 
Tuesday ....17 ¢ General paper. 


Wednesday .18 
: The Second Seal. 
Thursday 19 |e Ruen. pa. 
Petns., adj. sams, 
Friday ....20 Pape i a 
1 {Short caus., adj. 
Saturday «21 ) soms., & gen. pa. 
Monday ....23 


Tuesvay....24 > General paper. 


Wednesday .25 

eaaee ey 3g, { The Third Seal. — 

Thursday ..26 Motns. & en. pa. 
. Petns, adj. sums. 

Friday .. 37 | gen paper. am 

t. caus., 

Saturday ..28 } sums., & gen. Pae 

Monday, Mar,2 

Tuesday.... 3 >} General paper. 


Wednesday. 4 

rig The Fourth Seal. 
Thursday 05 Mtns, & gen. pa. 
Friday .... 6 { Petns» ad) sams. 


& gen. pa. 
Saturday .. 7 | SBE causes, adj. 
Monday .. 9 


Petns., adj. sums., 
& 


sums., & gen. pa. 


sums., & gev. pa. 


Tuesday .. wo} General paper. 
Wednesday.t1 








ie) 


2 
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The Fifth Seal.— 
Mins. & gen. pa. 
Petns., adj, sums, 
& gen. pa. 

Sht. causes, adj. 
sums. & gen. pa. 


N.B.—Any causes intended to be 
heard as short causes must be so 
marked at least one clear day be- 
fore the same can be put in the 
paper to be so heard, and the 
necessary papers left in Court 


Thuraday ..12 { 
Friday ....13{ 
Saturday ..14 { 


Monday....16 with the Judge’s Officer the day 
Tuesday....17 > General paper. before the cause comes into the 
Wednesday .18 paper. 


The Sixth Seal.— 
Mtns. & gen. pa. 
Petns. adj. sums. 
& general paper* 


Thursday ..19 { 


Friday ....20 { 
Sht. causes, adj. 


Saturday. .2 sums. & gen. pa. 
Monday ..23..Gernera) paper. 
Tuesday ..24 Sie Seventh Seal 


Wednesd —Mtuos. & gen. pa 
nesday!.25 is 
Thursday eh Generalpaper, 


No cause, motion for decree, or 
further consideration, except by 
order of the Court, may be 
marked to stand over if it shall be 

r within twelve of the last cause or 

. matter in the printed paper of 

the day for hearing. 








QUEEN’S BENCH. 
Hilary Term. 

This Court will, on Monday, the 2nd, Tuesday, the 3rd, 
and Wednesday, the 4th days of February next, hold Sittings, 
and will proceed in disposing of the cases in the New Trial, 
Special, and Crown Papers, and any other matters then 
pending ; and will also hold a Sitting on Monday, the 16th 
day of February next, for the purpose of giving judgment 
only. 





PUBLIC COMPANIES. 


GOVERNMENT FUNDS. 

Last Quotation, Jan. 30, 1874. 
3 per Cent. Consols, 924 Annuities, April, 85 93 
Ditto for Account, 924 Feb. 4 Do. (Red Sea T.) Aug. 1908 
8 per Cent Reduced 91} Ex Bills, £1000, 23 per Ct. 2\ dis 
New 3 per Cont., 91% Ditto, £500, Do 24 dis 
Do. 34 perCent., Jan, "94 Ditto, £100 & £200, 24 dis 
Do. 24 per Cont., Jan. 794 Bank of England Stock 5 
Do. 5 per Cent., Jan.’73 Ct. (last half-year) 254} 
Annuities, Jan, 780 — Ditte for Account? 





INDIAN GOVERNMENT SECURITIES, 
(ndiaStk.,10;pCt.Apr.'74,205 | (nd. Enf.Pr,,5 pC.,Jan.’72 
Dittofor Account. — Ditto,5§ per Cent.,May,’79 1012 
Ditto 5perCent.,July,"801084 | Ditto Debentures, per Cent., 
Ditto for Account,— April,’64— 

Ditto 4 perCeat., Oct. '88 103¢ Do.Do,5 per Cent., Aug.’73 160¢ 
Ditto,ditto,Certificates, — Do. Bonds, 4 per Ct., £1000 
Ditto Enfaced Ppr.,4 per Cont.954! Ditto, ditto,under £1006 


RAILWAY STOCK. \ 















































Railways. |Paid.|Closing Prices 

Stock) Bristol and Excter ......ssssscsssssssserseerereseeeses| 100 120 
Stock Caledonian . +-| 100 107% 
Stock Glasgow and South-Western .......ccccc-csseveee| 100 120 
Stock Great Eastern Ordinary Stock 100 48 
Btock/ Great Northern ..........cescessees 100 141 
IT BODag Bh RDGKE oes isipescpopenassnbinnscbonncc’ 100 167 
Stock Great Southern and Western of Ireland ......! 100 114 
Stock Great Western—Original 100 1293 
Stock Lancashire and Yorkshire ........ Ricscitriceses WOO 1474 
Stock London, Brighton, and South Coast 100 82xd 
Stock London, Chatham, and Dover.,........ 100 22 
Stock London and North-Western ... 100 155, 
Stock London and South Western........... eee} 100 110; 
Stock Manchester, Sheffield, and Lincoln .....e.0.../ 100 76 
Stock | Metropolitan ...... | 100 644 
Stock) Do., District sie | 100 28 
Stock | Midland.........s.00 | 100 138 
Stock | North British | 100 66 
Stock) North Eastern | 100 177 
Stock) North London | 100 117 
Stock! North Staffordshire .........scsccsscsscssecscsccees | 100 67 
Stock South Devon | 100 69 
Btock| South-Eastern .............ccee-s-ceesesereeee- 100 1064 xd 








* A receives no dividend uatil-6 per cent. has been paid to B. 





Money Market AND City INTELUIGENC™. 


No alteration was made on Thursday in the Bank rate, 
The proportion of reser~= tre Vahilities has risen from 47} 


! Deas—On Jan. 26, at 9, St. Colme-street, Edinburgh, Frangis 





r cent. ',” 1 Over er cent, 1 
ar eyes declined in the tasty oes m the si 
-- °“8 an absence of business - © week, and ther 


an improvement, 
very restricted, and 
ing, when it became 
reported steady. 


e Governments and Guara: 
nte iti 
Trust announce that the London and’ Goce Pa ge 


unc 


fore Feb 20, to send their names and addresses, an 







———e 
receive subscriptions for a second issue of their certificates 
to the extent of £1,000,000, bearing interest of 5 per cent, 
per annum. and issued in amounts of £10, £50, £100, ang # 
£500 each. The price of issue will be £84 per £100 # age 
certificates, thus yielding to the investor £5 19s. per cent, s 
per annum. The funds will be invested in the same manner (iH  ghrews? 
as those of the first issue. 





BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS, 





ley, Chs 
-~ My 
BIRTHS. well 

ELPHINSTONE—On Jan. 27, at The Grange, Wimbledon, the Elle 
wife of Howard Warburton Elphinstone, Esq., of a son, Pp 
Ruopes—On Jan. 22, at 51, Sussex-gardens, Hyde-park, the , Ei 
wife of Fairfax Rhodes, Esq., of the Inner Temple, of a 1 
daughter. Ca 
Royps—On Jan. 25, at Brownhill, Rochdale, the wife of Ri. < 
mund A. N. Royds, Esq., barrister-at-law, of a daughter, Dake, Sir 

fisher, J 


MARRIAGES. 
Frttows—Lvucy—On Jan. 22, at Harescombe Church, Glou- 
cestershire, Charles Francis Fellows, M.A., barrister-at-law, 













Lincoln’s-inn, to Alice Mary, eldest daughter of W. C. tackson, ' 
Esq., The Wynstones, Brookthorpe, Gloucestershire. ‘VC. Hi 
Go.p1E— Watson—On Jan. 20, at All Saints’, St. Ives, Hunts, = 
John Haviland Dashwood Goldie, B.A., of the Inner Ti ; tes 
to Grace Miriam, daughter of the late William Chri Valins. 
Watson, Bengal Civil Service. - Bising, W 
DEATHS, nel 
BamMrortH—On Jan. 18, at Southborne House, Rother os M 
Yorkshire, J. Bamforth, Esq., solicitor and alderman of the a 





borough, aged 62 years. 
Crearns—On Jan. 27, at Lunesdale, Beckenham, Edward Paton 
Cearns, E'sq., aged 47 years. 







Deas, Esq., Advocate, LL.B. 

DetaNne—On Jan. 22, Fanny Horatia Serle, wife of John Ty 
Delane, iad and only daughter of the late Horace Twiss, 
Esq., Q.C. 

J areata Jan. 22, at Clifton Court, Clifton, William 
Jenkins, Esq., Q.C., LL.D., in his 68th year. 

Unverwoop—On Jan. 26, Richard Under wood, of Castle-street, 
Hereford, solicitor, aged 69. ; 


























LONDON GAZETTES, 


a 
Winding up of Joint Stock Companies. 
ToeEspay, Jan, 20, 1874, 
LimiTep In CHANCERY. 

Dominion of Canada Oils Refinery Company, Limited.—Petition for 
winding up, presented Jan 15, directed to be heard before V.C, 
Malins, on Jan 30. Buattoa and Co, Henrietta st, Covent garden, 
solicitors for the petitioner. 

Kansas Mining Company, Limited.—Petition for winding up, 
Jan 19, directed to be heard before V.C. Hall, on Jan 30. 
Finsbury circus, solicitor for the petitioner. 

Marezzo Marble Company, Limited.—Petition for winding up, pi 
Jan 2, directed to be heard before the M.R.on Jan 31. Tucker 
Co, King st, Cheapside, solicitors for the petitioner. 

Traders’ Co-operative Association, Limited.—The M.R.has, by an Of 
der, dated Dec 1, appointed Frederick Bertram Smart, 
to be official liquidator. Creditors are required on or before Feb 1%, 
to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debt 
or claims,to the above. Tuesday, March ¥ at 11.30, is appointed for 
hearing and adjudicating upon the debts and claims. ee 

Tumacacori Mining and Land Company, Limited.—Petition for winte 
ing up, presented Jan 17, directed to be heard before V.C. Malias, oa 
Jac bl Munning, Great George st, Westminster, solicitor for the 
petitioner. 2 

Western of Canada Oil Lands and Works Company, Limited.—The MB 
has, by an order dated Dec 6, appointed Charles Fitch Kemp, Wale 
brook, to be official liquidator. i 


Farpay, Jan. 23, 1874. 
Limirep In CHANCERY, 


Pelotas Coffee Company, Limited.—Petition for winding up, presented - 
Jan 20, directed to be heard before the M.R.on Jan 31, Paddisoa 
and Son, Lincoln’s irn fields, solicitors for the petiti , 

Sandhill Firebrick, Tile, and Clay Company, Limited.—The M.R. 
by an order dated Dec 4, appointed Thomas Williams G ye 
Tavistock, to be official liquidator. Creditors are on poe on or be 

© par 










"Upward, 




























"= debts or claims, tothe above. Friday, March 6, ab 11.0%” 
of ther .°r hearing and adjudicating upon the debts and 
is appointed tu. 









"Y PALaTiINe OF LANCASTER. 
Couni74 Manufacturing Company, Limited= 
Daubhill Cotton Spinning 78ented to the Chancellor of the Duck 
Petition for winding up, p2, Vice Chaneellor at the Assize Cour 
directed tobe heard betone tie at 10, Hinne!ll and Co, 
Manchester, on Tuesday, Feb 
solict tors for the petitioner. 
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Friendly Societies Dissolved. 
; Tuespay, Jan, 20, 1874. 
Poor Man’s Ci _ or Friendly Society, Queén’s Head Inn, Wing, Bucking: 


Jan 
Servants’ Sick Banefit Socisty, Leopard Inn, Pride Hill, 
Shrewsbury, Salop. Jan 14 


Crediters under Estates in Chancery. 
Last Day of Proof. 
Tuespay, Jan, 20, 1874. 


(iley, Charles William, Essex rd, Islington, Pawnbroker. Feb 16, 
=" Coley, V.C. Malins. Boulton, Northampton square, Clerken- 


Fripay, Jan, 23, 1874, 
| Bigg, Ellen Elizabeth, Hyde, Sussex. March 2. Mutlowv Bigg, V.C. 
’ ;. Prior & Co, Lincoln’s inn fields 
, Edward, Forest Hill, Surrey, Gent. Feb 19. Colyer v Caristie, 
Ratcliff, St Michael's alley, Cornhill 
Catherine Pulham, Harwich, Essex. Feb 16. Fennings v 
V.C,. Hall, Hales, King William st 
Duke, Sir James, Laughton Lodge, Sussex, Baronet. Feb 23. Duke 
yWest, V.C. Hall. Pontifex, St Andrew’s st, Holborn circus 
,John, Southampton. Feb 16. Unwin v Fisher, V.C. Hall. 
Coxwell, Southampton 
Hooper, Joha, Elsham rd, Gent. Feb29. Hooper v Mansfield, V.C. 
Malins. Ford, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Jackson, William, Pontefract, York, Gent. Feb 28. 
VC, Hall. 
fumes, John, Wrington, Somerset, Solicitor. Feb 16. James v Cas- 
tle, V.C. Hall. Simmons, Wrington 
Whnson, George, York. March 19. Lockwood v Harland, V.C. 
Malins. Wooler, Darlington 
Bising, William, Martham house, Norfolk, Esq. Feb 24. 
Waller, M.R. C.oper, Norwich 
enson, Mark, Ossett, York, Millowner. Feb 16. 
I, M.R. Barker, Dewsbury 
Tele, Benjamin Hardwick, Leeds, Gent. Feb 28. Hardwick v Teale, 
¥V.C. Bacon. Craven, Leeds 


Creditors under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 85. 
Last Day of Claim, 
Turspay, Jan, 20, 1874. 
faly, George, Holt, Wilts, Yeoman. March 1. Francis Baily, Holt 


| Battersby, John, Mansfield, Nottingham, Bank Manager. March 2. 
Bryan, Mansfield 
Feb 9. Blake and 


fattes, Caroline Ann, Bancroft rd, Milo End, 
Snow, College hill, Cannon st 
yi Francis Bacon, Aldborough, Suffolk, Clerk in Holy Orders. 
18. Phillips, Hastings 
Bredin, Edgar Grantham, Woolwich, Kent, Leiut-Colonel. March 2. 
Fed 13. 


Jackson v Pease, 


Mason v 


Stephenson v 


Wilkins, King’s Arms yard 
Brooks, Robert Henry, Swansea, Glamorgan, Master Mariner. 
Field, Swansea 
@llins, James, 
Birmingham 
Dixon, Ann, Grappenhall, Chester. March 20. 
Warrington 
Tietcher, Daniel Bakewell, Chapel Allerton, near Leeds, Gent, 
March 21. Ford and Co, Leeds ’ 
Foster, Alfred, Spring Head, near Halifax, York, Eaq. March 1. 
Ingram and Huntriss, Halifax 
Edmund, The Pavement, Clapham, Photographic Mounter, 
i h 20. Cox and Sons, Cloak lane 
Frederick, Sir Richard, Burwood Park, Surrey. Feb 20. Baker and 
00, Lincoin’s inn fields 
Wry, Ann, St. Lconand’s-on-Sea, Sassex. March 2. Fry, Gracechurh 


at 
‘Gaby, Thomas, Worton Lodge, near Devizes, Wits, Esq. Feb 20. 
Ms and Co, Chippenham 
ee vile, March, Cambridge, Gent. Feb 6. Dawbarn and 
, Marc 
| Gordon, Jane, Waterloo, near Liverpool. Feb 16. 
nley, Liverpool 
1, Edward, Ryde, Isle of Wight, Esq. March 31, 
‘and Son, Gracechurch st 
; im, Edward, Liverpool, Tobacco Manufacturer. Feb 16, 
croft and Winstanley, Liverpool 
wood, Edmondson, Burnley, Lancashire, Draper. Fed 28, 
hern and Nowell, Burnley’ 
3, Money Fisher, Little Fransham, Norfolk, Farmer. Mareh 5. 


mer, Swaffham 
hett, William, Ickleton, Cambridge, Farmer. Feb 14. Hanchett, 
March 


Birmingham, Silversmith. March 10, Burman, 


Marsh and Co 


Morecroft and 
Rutherford 


Oldham 
‘Hodgkinson, Charles, West Bromwich, Stafford, Pawnbroker. 
1. Burman, Birmingham 
on, Mary, Veytaux Chillon, Switzorland. Feb 28. Rosco? and 
King st, Finsbury square 
Edward, Leadenhall st, Merchant. March 10. Cooper, Guilford 
Feb 14. Lamb, 


Mary Aun, Hannington, Northhampton. 


e] ng 

er, Charies, Westbury-on-Trym, Gloucester, Lime Burner. March 
Osborne and Co, Bristol 

Robert, Erpingham, Norfolk, Esq. Feb23. Fosters and Co, 


jum, Donald, Newcastle-up.n-Tyne, Commercial Traveller. Feb 
Keenlyside and Forster, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

ad, Elizabeth, Dulverton, Somerset, March 31, Warren, Dalverton 
» George, Chester, Contractor. Feb 28, Edwards, jun, Shrews- 


red th, William Aldersey,’.Aldford, Chester, Farmer. March 1. 
elps and Co, Chester 
» Martha, Lytham, Lancashire. March 25. Sale and Co, Man- 





i Mary Ann, Bowbridge, Gloucester. June 30. Winterbotham, 
ro 


Smith, Richard, Preston, Lancashire, Corn Miller. Feb 14. Buck 
and Dicksons, Preston 

Swait, James, Charit»n, March 13. Sith,’ 
Andover 

Threadkell, Sarah, Petistree, Suffolk. Feb 28. Welton, Woodbridge 

Tilden, John, Ifield Court, Kent, Esq. March 16. Woodard, Ingram 
court, Fenchurch st 

Tummon, Thomas, Sutton-in-Asheld, Nottingham, Innkeeper. 
2. Bryan, Mansfi-id 

Weeee, Jane, Kirkby Stephen, Westmoreland. Feb 16. Preston, Kirkby 

phen 

Walters, Frederi:k James, Swansea, Glamorzan, Shipbroker. Feb 13 

Field, Swansea 


Southampton, Gent. 


March 


Bankrupts, 
TvesDayY, Jan. 20, 1874. 

Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 

To Surrender in London. 
Taylor, Samuel, High st, Fulham, Furniture Manufacturer. 

13, Murray. Feb3at 11 
To Surrender in the Country. 
ey Roper, Bloxwich, Stafford, Sadler, Pet Jan 12. Clarke. 
” 


Pet Jan 


Walsall, Feb 4 at 12 
Clement, James White, tho elder, and James White Clement, the 
younger, Alton, Southampton, attorneys at law. Pet Jan 17, White. 
Guildford, Jan 31 at 2 
Downs, William, Hailsham, Sussex, Dealerin Agriciut ural Implements. 
Pet Jan 16. Blaker. Lewes, Feb 4 at 12 
Ley, James, Stonehouse, Devon, Corn Merchant. 
East Stonehouse, Feb 4 at 1! 
Savage, Joseph, Landport, Soathampton, out of employ. 
Howanl, Portsmouth, Feb 2 at 12.30 
Fripay, Jan. 23, 1874. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London. 
Hamilton, Augustus Henry Carr, Brecknock rd, North, no occupation. 
Pet Jan 21. Spring-Rice. Feb 5atJl 
Mansel!, Edward, Falkland rd, Kentish Town, Auctioneer, 
15. Murray. Feb 10 at il 
To Surrender in the Country. 


Hedges, Frederick, Gosport, Hants, Butcher. Pet Jan 16, 
Portsmouth, Feb 2 at 12 

Wildgoose, James Anthony, Thomas Henry Wildgoose, and Frank 
Humby Wildgoose, Macclesfield, Cheshire, Wine Merchants. Pet 
Jan 21. Mair. Macclesfield, Feb 4 at 11 


BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
Friway, Jan, 23, 1874. 

Hammond, Abraham, and Nathan Nayard, Builders, Lewisham, Kent 
July 14, 1873 

Hoult, Rachel, Sheffield. Nov 6 

Wilkes, Samuel, Southend, Essex, Gent. Jan? 

Liquidation by Arrangement. 
FIRST MEETINGS OF CREDITORS. 
Farpay, Jan. 23, 1874. 

Axford, John Barnabas, Henry st, Gray’s inn rd, Builder. 
at offices of Lewis and Co, Old Jewry 

Baker, William, Loddon, Norfolk, Grocer. Feb 7 at 12 at o‘Hees of 
Coaks, Bank plain, Norwich 

Bancroft, Joseph, and John Bancroft, Keighley, York, Ruilders. Feb 
5 at = offices of Terry and Robinson, Market st, Bradford. Cooke, 
Keighley 

Bendelow, William, and Francis Suggitt, Boosbeck, York, Builders. 
Feb 4 at 11 atthe Temperance Hotel, Bridge st West, Middies- 
borough 

Billington, William Arrowsmith, Cheshire, Confectioner. Feb 5 at 12 
at offices of Duncan and Pritchard, Bridge st, Chester 

Binks, Thomas, Liverpool, Tea Merchant. Feb 5 at 12 at offices of 
Fowler and Carruthers, Clayton square, Liverpool 

Bolton, Uriah Thomas, Hildersham, Cambridge, Miller. Feb 5 at 2 
¥ the Red Lion Hotel, Cambridge. Freeland and Beilingham, Saffroa 

alden 

Brigham, George, Hunslet, Leeds, Grocer. 
Whiteley, Albion st, Leeds 5 

Brown, William, and Alexander Bradley, Huddersfield, York, Cabinet 
Makers. Feb 5 at 11 at offices of Craven and Sunderland, King st, 
Huddersfield 

Browne, William Paynter Kennaway, Ilsington, Devon, Farmer, Feb 
5at 12 at the Bude Hotel, Exeter. Campion 

Burney, Kate, Hersham, Surrey. Feb 9at2 at the Chamber of Com- 
merce, 145, Cheapside. McDiarmid, Old Jewry chambers 

Challand, William, Lincoln, Innkeeper. Feb 5 at 11 at offices of Dale, 
St Benedict square, Lincoln 

Chubb, William, Brighton, Sussex, Grecer, Feb 10 at 3 at offices of 
Lamb, Ship st, Brighton 

Crutchley, Henry, and William Harrison, Manchester, Wheelwrights. 
Feb 5 at 3 at offices of Makinson and Sons, Blackfriars st, Man- 


Pet Jan 16. Pearce. 


Pet Jan 17. 


Pet Jan 


Howard. 


Feb 19 at 3 


Feb 6 at 12 at offices of 


chester 

Deaville, William Bailey, Newcastle-under-Lyme, Stafford, Draper. 
Feb 5 at 12 at 8, York st, Manchester. Sale and Co, Manchester 

Dill, James, Sheffield, Draper. Feb 5 at 3 at offices of Binney and Sons, 
Queen st chambers, Sheffield . 

Dunford, Charles, East Pennard, Somerset, Blacksmith. Feb6 at 3at 
the Star Hotel, Wells. McCarthy 

Evans, William, Tynewydd, Carmarthen, Butter Merchant. Feb 5at 1 
at the Townhall, Carmarthen. Lloyd, Havertordwest 

Faulkner, William Jebez, Manchester, Organ Builder. Feb 11 at 2 at 
offices of Farrar and Hall, Princess st, Manchester 
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Foster, William Bell, High st, Kensington, Jobmaster. Feb 5 at 2 at 
offices of Pittman, Guildhall chambers, Basinghall st 

Freeman, James, Lynn, Stafford, Farmer. Feb 9 at 3 at offices of 
Sheldon, Lower High st, Wednesbury 

Gidley, William, and Thomas Whitaker, Bradford, York, Spinners. 
Feb 4 at 11 at offices of Terry and Robinson, Market st, Bradford 

Gill, Samuel Horatio, Halifax, York, Picture Frame Maker. Feb 2 at 
11 at offices of Rhodes, Horton st, Halifax 

Grainger, Christopher, Bradford, York, Builder. Feb 10 at 11 at offices 
of Terry and Robinson, Market st, Bradford 

Groome, John, Liverpool, Boot Maker. Feb 5 at 2 at offices of Bell- 
ringer, North John st, Liverpool 

Haque, Cherles, Denton, Lancashire, Grocer. Feb 6 at 3 at offices of 
Drinkwater, Ridling lane, Hyde 

Harris, Albert Thomas, Penrose st, Walworth rd, Licensed Victualler. 
Feb 2 at 11 at offices of Head, Eastcheap 

Hartley, Isaac, Bradford. York, Milk Dealer, Feb 11 at 11 at offices of 
Dawson and Greaves, Kirkgate, Bradford 

Hedges, Charles Cooper, Faringdon, Berke, Tailor. Feb 12at1 at the 
Railway Tavern, Uffington Junction. Jotcham, Wantage 

Hickling, Henry, Nottingham, Grocer. Feb 7 at 2 at the Assembly 
Rooms, Low pavement, Nottingham. Black 

Hiscock, Frederick, Liverpool, out of business. Feb 18 at 2 at offices 
of Pemberton and Sampson, Harrington st, Liverpool 

Hodge, William Henry, Victoria rd, Kentish Town, Clerk. Feb 9 at 3 
at the Chamber ef Commerce, 145, Cheapside. Miller, Bond court, 
Walbrook ‘ 

Horn, Samuel, avd William Robert Burrell, Kettering, Northampton, 
Shoe Manufacturers. Feb 6at 3 atthe Royal Hotel, Norwich. Smith, 
Newland, Northampton 

Houghton, Frederick Burnett, Borough rd, Southwark, Manufacturer of 
Oils. Feb 9 at 2 at offices of Swaine, Cheapside 

Jackson, Alfred, Staxton, York, Farm Labourer. 
of Williamson, Newborough st, Scarborough 

James, Henry, Bath, Licensed Victualler. Jan 30 at 12 at offices of 
Wilton, Westgate buildings, Bath 

Jenkins, Mary, Clifton, Bristol, Schoo!mistress, 
of Ward, Broad st, Bristol 

Jones, Emma, Manchester, Beer Retailer. Feb 11 at 3 at offices of 
Homer and Son, Ridgefield, Manchester. Law, Manchester 

Kenworthy, Thomas, Fallowfield, near Manchester, Poultry Dealer, 
Feb 2 at 3 at offices of Hinde and Co, Mount st, M anchester 

Keel, Freeman, Sheffield, Hatter. Feb 9 at 11 at officesof Binney and 
Sons, Queen st chambers, Sheffield : 

Kent, Henry Alfred, Rye lane, Peckham, Tailor. Feb 5 at 11 at office 
of Haigh, jun, King st, Cheapside 

King, George, Duke st, London Bridge, Tarpaulin Manufacturer. Feb 
20 at 2 st the Guildhall Coffee house, Gresham st. Nash and Co, 
Suffolk lane, Cannon st 

Leah, Henry George, Great Marylebone st, Brush Maker. 
at offices of Wetherfield, Gresham builiings, Guildhall 

Lloyd, Thomas, Meifod, Montgomery, Innkeeper. Feb 6 at 12 at the 
Cross Keys Hotel, Llanymynech. Pugh, Lianfyllin 

Long, Hester, and Edward Long, Cuihridge, Wilts. 
office of Rodway, Fore st, Trowbridge 

Maugham, Thomas, Clapham rd, Mineral Water Manufacturer. Feb 2 
at 3 at offices of Howell, Cheapside 

Maurenbrecher, Julius, Mark lane, Merchant. 
Hollams and Co, Mincing lane 


Feb 4 at 3 at offices 


Feb 12 at 11 at offices 


Feb 5at3 
Feb 5 at 12 at 


Feb 11 at 2 at office of 
Feb 4at 3 at office 


McCormick, Patrick, Liverpool, Provision Dealer. 

of Yates, South John st, Liverpool 

Mickman, James, Scarborough, York, Jet Ornament Manufucturer. 
Feb 9 at 3 at offices of Richardson, Queen st, Scarborough 

Nichols, George, Barnsley, York, Potato Dealer, Feb 7 at 3 at office of 
Freeman, Pitt st, Barnsley 

Painting, Charles, Birmingham, Sawyer. Feb 4 at 12 at office of Grove, 
Bennett’s hill, Birmingham 

Pallant, Thomas, jun, Ipswich, Suffoik, Butcher. Feb 7 at 11 at 
offices of Vulliamy, Tower st, Ipswish 

Pearson, Sam, Dewsbury, York, Grocer. Feb 9 at 3 at offices of Curry, 
Cleckheaton 

Prescott, James, Birmingham, out of business. Feb3 at 11 at office of 
Beaton, Temple row, Birmirgham 

Richardson, David, Leamington Priors, Warwick, Boot Maker. Feb 10 
at 11 at offices of Handley, Northgate st, Warwick 

Ridlington, James Newton, Erith, Kent, Grocer, Feb 5 at 12 at 38, 
Green’s end, Woolwich. Hughes, Upper Thames st 

Robinson, George, York, Skelton, out of business. Feb 5 at 3 at office 
of Hunton and Bolsover, High st, Stockton-on-Tees 

Robinson, John Wright, Batley, York, General Dealer, Feb 4 at 11 at 
the Royal Hotel, Batley. Meller 7 

Roome, David, Stoke Newington rd, Public Accountant. Feb 5 at 2 at 
office of Halse and Co, Cheapside 

Sanderson, Robert William, York, Brushmaker. Feb 9 at 3 at offices 
of Wilkinson, St Helen’s square, York 

Seyfang, Sidney William, Hope terrace, Canning Town, Plaistow, 
Lighterman. Feb 9 at 12 at office of Moss, Gracechurch st 

Shellaker, William, Brighton, Sussex, Lodging house Keeper, Feb 7 at 
12 at_offices of Webb, Union st, Ship st, Brighton 

Shephard, John, North Skelton, York, Boot Dealer, Feb 4 at 3 at 
office of Draper, Finkle st, Stockton-on-Tees 

Sorby, Thomas Charles, Brunswick square, Architect, Jan 31 atll at 
effice of Allen, Brunswick square 

Southwell, George William, Nottingham, Corn Factor, Feb 13 at 12 at 
offices of Heath, St Peter’s Church walk, Nottingham 

Sudford, Charles, Birmingham, Draper, Feb 2 at 10 at offices of East, 
Colmore row, Birmingham 

Swift, George, Standish, Lancashire, Butcher, Feb 14 at 11 at office of 
Lees, King st, Wigan 

Threadkell, William Ernest, Kidgston-on-Thames, Surrey, Builder. Feb 
5 at 12 at office of Wilkinson and Howlett, Bedford st, Covent Garden 

Teoth, Thomas, West Bromwich, Stafford, Stafford, Plumber. Feb 5at 
11 at offices of Topham, High st, West Bromwich 

Walter, Nimrod, Longfield, near Dartford, Kent, Coal Merchant. Feb 

10 at 3 at offices of Lewis, Old Jewry 

Whiting, Thomas John, Fenchurch st, Stationer. Feb 9 at 12 at office 

of Evans, Coleman st. Bradford, Fenchurch st 





Wigston, Thomas, Coleshill, Warwick, Grocer. Feb 5at 12 at 
Green, Waterloo st, Birmingham 
Wilkins, Edwin, Lightpill, Gloucester, Dyer. Feb 4 at 1 at 
of Court Hotel, High Holborn. Davis, Stroud 
Williams, Henry, Stalybridge, Cheshire, Slater. Feb6 at3 
of Partington and Allen, Townhall buildings, King st, Mane 
Wills, William Henry, Nottingham, out of business. Peb 6 
offices of Belk, Middle pavement, Nottingham 
Wood, William, Manchester, Box Manufacturer. Feb 16 at 3 at: 
Storer, Fountain st, Manchester : 
Wymond, Thomas Philips, King st, Cheapside, Attorney. Jan 
at 33, Gutter lane se 
Yewdall, William, Eccleshill, York, Manufacturer of Flannols, Fah 
at 11 at office of Atkinson, Tyrrel st, Bradford F 


UNERAL REFORM.— The exorbitant if 


of the Undertaker’s bill have long operated as an oppre ' 
upon all classes of the community. “With a view of applying arem 
to this serious evil the LONDON NECROPOLIS COMPANY, @ 
opening their extensive cemetery at Woking, held themselves p 
to undertake the whole duties relating to interments at 
moderate scales of charge, from which survivors may choose 
$o their means and the requirements of the case. The Company! 
undertakes the conduct of Funerals to other cemeteries, andto allp 
of the United Kingdom. A pamphlet containing fall partica 
be obtained, or will be forwarded, upon application to the Chief @ 
Lancaster-place, Strand, W.C, 
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LONDON GAZETTE (published by authority) and LONDO! 
COUNTRY ADVERTISEMENT OFFICE, 
No. 117, CHANCERY LANE, FLEET STREET, 
ENRY GREEN, Advertisement Agent, be 
direct the attention of the Legal Profession to the ad 
of his long experience of upwards of twenty-five years, in the special: 
sertion of all pro forma notices, &c., and hereby solicits their eg 
support.—N.B. One copy of advertisement only required, and the 
care and promptitude assured. Officially stamped forms for adv: 
tent and file of ‘* London Gazette” kept, By appointinent. 





12mo cloth, price 6s. 8d. (postage 5d.), ’ 
HE LAW OF ELECTIONS is concisely sg 
in “ EVERY MAN’S OWN LAWYER,” a Handy Book of ¢ 
Principles of Law and Equity, By A Barristex, ‘‘ A completee 
of the Laws of this Country.””—Bell’s Life. 
London: Lockwoep & Co., 7, Stationer’s Hall Court, and sold 
Booksellers and Railway Stations. 


HE GENERAL ELECTION.—The Eleven 
Edition of COX and GRADY’S NEW LAW AND PRAC 
OF ELECTIONS AND REGISTRATIONS, ‘ PARLIA MENTA 
AND MUNICIPAL, with all the Statutes and Decided Cases to! 
time, and Instructions forthe Management of Election, with a eo 
Index, is now ready, price 20s. By MR. SERJT. COX, 
of Portsmouth, and S G. GRADY, ESQ. Recorder of Gra 
Sent by return of post to any person inclosing a P.O.0, 
Guinea, g 
Law Times Office, 10, Wellington-street, ; 


The Companies Acts, 1862 & 1867 


Every requisite under the above Acts supplied on the shortest 


The BOOKS and FORMS kept in stock for immediate} 
MEMORANDA and ARTICLES OF ASSOCIATION speedil, 
in the proper form for registration and distribution. SHAR 
TIFICATES, DEBENTURES, &c., engraved and printed. OFFIC 
SEALS designed aud executed. No charge for sketches. 
panies Fee Stamps. Railway Registration Forms, 














Solicitors’ Account Books, 


RICHARD FLINT & CO. 
(Late ASH & FLINT), 
Stationers, Printers, Engravers, Registration Agents, &c., 49, 
street, London, E.C, (corner of Serjeants’-inn). 
Annual and other Returns Stamped and Filed. 





ADAME TUSSAUD'S EX HIBITKIC 
BAKER-STREET.—Great Attractions.—The CARRIAGE! 

by NAPOLEON III. at Metz, Chalons, and Sedan, with numero 

of the campaign of 1870. Portrait Models of MARSHALS B 

and McMAHON, M. THIERS, FRANCIS JOSEPH of AUSTE 

the SHAH of PERSIA, with the original autograph and 

presented to Madame Tussaud and Sons, July 3rd, 1873, asa 

of His Imperial Majesty’s visit, are now added ; also, new sup 

costly Court dresses, Admission, 1s, Children under ten, 6d. 

rooms, 6d. Open from 10 a.m. till 10 p.m, 


OYAL POLYTECHNIC.—Travellers’ Safi 
TWO new LECTURES—the first, SAFETY AT SEA (ia) 
will be discussed the best method of lowering boats); the E 
ture, SAFETY ON LAND (in which railway matters will be 
will shortly follow. Mr, Howard Paul during the week. @ | 
uest. Sugar and the Silber Light, by Professor Gardner, D 
raerlagy Mr. King. Other entertainments, Open 12 and 
mission 1s, Z 


MPROVED and ECONOMIC COOKERY. 
LIEBIG COMPANY’S EXTRACT OF MBAT as “‘ stock” ft 

tea, soups,made dishes and sauces; gives fine fl:vour ing 
strength. Invariably adopted in households when iy! 
Caurion,—Genuine only with Baron Liebig’s facsimile across 
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